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COMMUNIST INFILTRATION AMONG ARMY 
CIVILIAN WORKERS 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 1953 


Unirtep States SENATE, 
SENATE PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washinaton. D. 4. 

The subcommittee met (pursuant to S. Res. 40, agreed to January 
30, 1953) at 10:50 a. m. in room 318 of the Senate Office Building, 
Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin; 
Senator Everett McKinley Dirksen, Republican, Illinois. 

Present also: Francis P. Carr, executive director; Roy M. Cohn, 
chief counsel; Donald A. Surine, assistant counsel; G. David Schine, 
chief consultant; Ruth Young Watt, chief clerk; and Robert Jones, 
administrative assistant to Senator Potter. 

The Cuarrman. The hearing will come to order. 

Senator Dirksen, in view of the fact that you were tied up in other 
work last week, I would like, if I may, to give you a very quick résumé 
of the material developed during last week’s session. We were con- 
cerned principally last week with ‘three civilian employees of the Army. 
One of them, when confronted with the documents, admitted that in the 
late 1940's, I believe in 1946, he signed a pledge to support a Mr. 
Thompson for governor on the Communist ticket. That is the same 
Mr. Thompson who was picked up by the FBI out in the Sierras last 
week. He pledged to support Mr. Amter for lieutenant governor. 
Mr. Amter was one of the second-string Communists convicted. He 
pledged to support Ben Davis for United States Senator on the 
Communist ticket. Davis was convicted as 1 of the 11 first-string 
Communists. 

He testified that he signed petitions on two different occasions se- 
lecting the Communist Party as his party. When questioned as to how 
he felt about the Communist Party, his answer was he could not tell 
us whether he thought it good or bad; he had not made up his mind 
at that time. 

His task the day before he was called before the committee was to 
guard the gate at the photo section of the United States Signal Corps, 
and among other things his task was to make sure that no secret ma- 
terial, no films or confidential material would be removed. Prior to 
that he also had the job of going through the building in which the 
films were kept, and the colonel in charge said that they were classifie« 
all the way from “restricted” to “top secret.” His job was to go 
through the building after the workmen left, to close the vaults and to 
make sure that all secret material was properly secured. 
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Colonel Lindsay was his commanding oflicer and, as soon as he 
got the information, he promptly suspended the security guard. 

Wea lso de: ilt with a woman employee of the Quartermaster ¢ orps. 
She is not presently paysieaily on the property. She took maternity 


and was due to go bac k to work in September of this year. While she 
is not working 1 in the Quart rmaster ( orps, she does have her Govern- 


i 


ment identification card and all credentials which, of course, would 


leave last September, had that extended for 6 months some time ago, 


allow ner to get nto the plant Al d to get places to which she would 
not normally be able to cet. We had her before the committee. She 
idmitted that she was given a Communist card showing membership 

the Communist Party by a Doxey Wilkerson who is here this 
mol oO 


Doxey Wilkerson was then on the committee of the Communist 
Party. 

She admitted attending a Communist se hool under direction of 
Communist. She admitted attending Communist Party meetings. 

When she came back on the second day, she refused to testify as 
to whether or not she was a Communist in the late 1940’s on the ground 
that her answer might tend to incriminate her. She testified that she 
had access to invoices and requisitions which would indicate where food 
was being shipped at various Army bases. The colonel who testified 
questioned the extent of her information but said that if an enemy 
agent had the information which she had it would be of considerable 
value to the enemy. 

We called in her commanding officer and asked him whether he had 
suspended her and he said that he had not. We asked him whether 
he thought this Communist should be suspended. He refused to 
answer on the ground that some civilian lawyer had advised him not 
to answer the question. We pointed out to him that this is the first 
case that has ever come to the attention of any committee in which a 
witness has refused to state whether he or she was a Communist on 
the deen of self-incrimination and still remained upon the rolls of 
the U nited States Government. 

Colonel Howard is here this morning. 

We received a letter from Colonel Johnson who states he got the 
information over the phone from General Reber, in which, among 
other things, the following statement is made: 

It should, however, be made as clear as possible to the committee that the 
names of individuals responsible for the granting or withholding of loyalty or 
security clearance will not be made available to the committee. 

One of the questions I will ask General Reber this morning is why 
he oom upon himself the function of the Secretary of the Army and 
made the decision that this information will be denied to the com- 
mittee. I have since learned that Secretary Stevens knew nothing 
about the situation and had never been contacted. 

[ received a wire from Mr. Stevens this morning. I am sure that 
1e Secretary would not object to our reading the wire so I will read 
1e wire into the record: 


l 
{ 


1 
Spending few days visiting in Montana, including luncheon with Governor 
Aronson Thursday in Helena. Have just read article Friday’s Great Falls Trib- 
une indicating you are dissatisfied with some action by First Army Headquarters. 
Am returning Washington Tuesday morning and will call your office to offer my 
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services in trying to assist you to correct anything that may be wrong. Will 
greatly appreciate opportunity of discussing matter with you. You may be sure 
I will oppose Communist infiltration of Army to limit of my ability. 

It is signed “Secretary Stevens.” 

Since then, as you know, Senator, I have made arrangements for 
the Secretary to meet us at lunch today so that we can discuss this 
matter. I may say that it is just as important to find out who cleared 
Communists and gave them loyalty clearance to handle classified 
material, having at their command all the information that we had 
before our committee, as it is to dig out the Communists themselves, 
and I certainly hope that the Secretary will cooperate with us. 

The chief counsel has just handed me a copy of the hearings of 
the woman in the Quartermaster Corps. I suggest that we read in 
the record one of her answers. 

Mrs. ————,, during the years 1947 and 1948—and you may confer with your 
counsel any time you want to—during the years 1947 and 1948 were you a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Answer. I decline to answer on the ground that my answer might tend to 
incriminate me, 

Senator Dirksen, if you wil pardon these repetitions, I might say 
that this is the first time that a witness has ever refused to tell whether 
he or she is a Communist on the ground of self-incrimination and 
was still kept on the rolls of the Government agency. I was shocked 
beyond words to find the First Army taking the position that they 
should not suspend her. May I ask, counsel, to the best of your 
knowledge, is this woman still on the rolls? 

Mr. Scuine. As far as we know, Mr. Chairman, she is still on the 
rolls of the Army. 

The CuatrrMan. Senator Dirksen, I thought you might want to see 
the petition that was signed. 

Incidentally there was another individual with whom you were 
concerned. His job was not nearly as important as the first two that 
are mentioned. There was considerable testimony about him, and he 
also signed pledges to support Communist Party candidates, sub- 
scribed to the Daily Worker and to Communist literature. We have 
a great deal of information on him other than his pledge to support 
the Communist Party. He also is still working for the First eons 
in New York, for the Quartermaster Corps. As far as we know, he 
is still employed; is that right? 

Mr. Scutne. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cyuarrman. I do not want to use his name. Mr. Counsel, the 
first witness. 

Mr. Coun. The first witness, Mr. Chairman, will be Marvel Cooke. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. Cooke, will you raise your right hand? 

In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you solemnly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARVEL J. COOKE, ACCOMPANIED BY HER 
ATTORNEY, VICTOR RABINOWITZ 


The Cuarrman., Is that Miss or Mrs. ? 

Mrs. Cooke. Mrs. 

The Cuarman. It is Mrs. Marvel Cooke. Will counsel identify 
himself for the record ? 

Mr. Rasrnowirz. Victor Rabinowitz. 

The Cuarirman. Victor Rabinowitz; and your office address? 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. 76 Beavers Street. 

The Cuarrman. 76 Beavers Street. 

Mrs. Cooke, how do you sell your last name? 

Mrs. Cooke. C-o-0-k-e. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. Cooke, did you work for a number of years 
with a Mrs. Powell, a Miss Walters at that time, a Miss Doris Walters? 

Mrs. Cooxr. Yes, I did. 

The Cuairman. For about how many years did you work with Doris 
Walters? 

Mrs. Cooke. I would say 2% to 3 years. 

The Cuairman. During what calendar years? 

Mrs. Cooker. Well, I went to the Peoples Voice in 1943. I should 
imagine she came in 1944 or 1945. I worked with her until the spring 
of 1947. 

The Cuarmman. Incidentally, if the flashbulbs bother you in any 
way, the vhotographers will be asked not to take pictures. Would 
you prefer that they not take pictures while you are testifying ? 

Mrs. Cooxr. I would prefer it. 

The Cuarrman. Will the photographers not take pictures while the 
witness is testifying ? 

During the time that you knew Doris Walters, now, Mrs. Powell, 
was she a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I refuse to answer under the privileges granted me 
by the fifth amendment. 

The CHatrman. On the basis that your answer might tend to 
incriminate you ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Cooker. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Witnesses have testified that under your direction 
Doris Walters removed material from her employer’s desk and from 
his files that was removed for the benefit of the Communist Party. 
Is that correct ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I refuse to answer under the privileges granted me 
by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. Were you what could be referred to as the Com- 
munist Party whip at that paper? 

Mrs. Cooker. I don’t believe I heard you, Senator. 

The CuarrMan. I say were you what could be referred to as the 
Communist Party whip at that paper? In other words, did you give 
the instructions, the orders to the employees ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I refuse to answer under the privilege granted me by 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Were you known by the other employees as “Mrs. 
Commissar” ? 
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Mrs. Cooxr. I refuse to answer under the privileges granted me by 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Have you ever transmitted orders from the Com- 
munist Party to Doxey Wilkerson who at the time you transmitted 
the order, held high office in the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I refuse to answer under my privileges granted me 
by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamrman. May I say, Mrs. Cooke, that we have had the testi- 
mony from various witnesses that you were one of the most important 
functionaries in the Communist Party. 

I am going to ask the photographers not to take any pictures since 
the witness requested that you do not do so. 

It has been testified by a number of witnesses that you were a top 
functionary in the Communist Party, that you held a position so high 
that you gave orders to a member of the Communist National Com- 
mittee, that directed the Communists on this paper for which you were 
working. Would you tell us whether that testimony is true or not? 

Mrs. Cooxe. I still refuse to answer under the privileges granted 
me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Did you ever order or suggest to Doris Walters that 
she attend a Communist Party leadership school ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I refuse to answer under the privileges granted me 
by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. Do you know Doxey Wilkerson ? 

Mrs. Cooke. Yes, I do. 

The CuHarrman. When did you first meet Doxey Wilkerson ? 

Mrs. Cooke. 1944, I believe it was. 

The CuarrMan. Where was he working then? 

Mrs. Cooke. He worked with me at the Peoples Voice. 

The Cuarrman. Is it correct that the management of the Peoples 
Voice in attempting to regain control of the paper and remove the 
Communists that had infiltrated it discharged Mr. Wilkerson and 
other Communists who were on the paper 

Mrs. Cooxe. I beg your pardon for just a moment. 

The CHarrMan. Certainly. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Cooke. I refuse to answer under the privileges granted me 
by the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrman. Are you presently drawing any salary from the 
Communist Party? 

Mrs. Cooxe. I refuse to answer under the privileges granted me by 
the fifth amendment. 

The CuHarrMan. What is your occupation as of today ? 

Mrs. Cooks. I refuse to answer under the privileges granted me 
by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Other than any work which you might have with 
the Communist Party. 

Mrs, Cooxe. I still refuse. 

The Cuairman. Wait until we finish. Forget for the time being 
whether or not you are working for the Communist Party. I am 
going to ask if you are per forming any services for any organization, 
and I am excluding the Communist Party, any organization or in- 
dividual from whom you draw money. 


38344—53——2 
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Mrs. Cooxe. I refuse to answer under the privilege granted me by 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. Are you a member of the Communist Party as of 
today ¢ i 

Mrs. Cooke. I refuse to answer under the privilege granted me by 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Do you feel that a truthful answer to that ques- 
tion might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I refuse to answer. 

The Cuairrman, Then you will be ordered to answer the question 
of whether or not you are a member of the Communist Party ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Cooker. I beg your pardon a moment. 

Mr. Rapstnowirz. May I consult ¢ 

The Cratrman. Certainly. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

The CHarrMan. May I say for counsel’s benefit so that he will be 
properly advised that the Chair takes the position that the witness 
can avail herself of the privilege of the fifth amendment only if she 
feels that a truthful answer might tend to incriminate her. She cannot 
take advantage of the privilege if she feels that committing perjury 
might incriminate her. For that purpose and I have not taken it up 
with the other members of the committee, I intend to urge upon the 
committee that we cite for contempt every witness who refuses to 
answer about Communist connections unless they feel that a truthful 
answer might tend to incriminate them. 

I have asked your client the question, does she feel that a truthful 
answer might tend to incriminate her. She has refused to answer. If 
she cares to do so, she may change her answer as to whether or not she 
feels that a truthful answer might tend to incriminate her. 

Mr. Rasinowrrz. May I request that the Senator ask the question 
again? 

The CuarrMan. Certainly. 

Do you feel that a truthful answer as to whether or not you are a 
member of the Communist Party today might tend to incriminate 
you? 

Mrs. Cooxe. Yes, I do. 

The CHarrMAn. You are entitled to the privilege then. 

Senator Dirksen. Mrs. Cooke, are you a native New Yorker? 

Mrs. Cooke. Was I born in New York? 

Senator Dirksen. That is right. 

Mrs. Cooke. No, I was not. 

Senator Dirksen. Where were you born? 

Mrs. Cooxer. I come from the Senator’s part of the country. I am 
from Minnesota. 

Senator Dirksen. From Minnesota? 

Mrs. Cooke. That is right. 

Senator Dirxsen. And if it is not too personal, how old are you? 

Mrs. Cooke. Forty-six. 

Senator Dirksen. You indicated that you worked for the Peoples 
Voice for roughly two and a half years? 

Mrs. Cooke, No, I didn’t. I worked there from 1943 to 1947. I 
knew Doris Walters two and a half years. 
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Senator Dirksen. So you worked for the Peoples Voice for about 
4 years? 

Mrs. Cooke. That is right. 

Senator Dirksen. Was this an established publication when you 
went there ¢ 

Mrs. Cooke. Yes, it was. 

Senator Dirksen. It was in business at that time ? 

Mrs. Cooke. Yes, it was. 

Senator Dirksen. It was in business in 1943? 

Mrs. Cooke. It was in business in 1942. 

Senator Dirksen. Can you describe the general nature of the pub- 
lication, what it featured, to what group, if any, it had a particular 
appeal ¢ 

Mrs. Cooxr. It was a Negro newspaper whose editor in chief was 
Congressman Powell at the time it was initiated. It was a general 
newspaper carrying news of interest to the Negro people. 

Senator Dirksen. Was it tabloid in form ? 

Mrs. Cooke. It was tabloid in form. 

Senator Dirksen. Would you know about what its circulation was? 

Mrs. Cooke. It varied from 25,000 to 50,000 roughly. I was never 
involved in the circulation department so I don’t know exactly. 

Senator Dirksen. Insofar as you know, was it a paying venture or 
did it have to be subsidized ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I really don’t know that. 

Senator Dirksen. You had no part in the business administration 
of the newspaper ? 

Mrs. Cooke. No, I did not. 

Senator Dirksen. What were your particular duties there when you 
went to the Peoples Voice in 1943 ¢ 

Mrs. Cooke. I was hired as assistant managing editor. 

Senator Dirksen. Assistant managing editor ? 

Mrs. Cooke. That is right. 

Senator Dirksen. I presume from that that when the managing 
editor was absent all those responsibilities fell upon your shoulders? 

Mrs. Cooke. That is right. 

Senator Dmxsen. So that you had a good deal to say about the 
administration and management of the newspaper? 

Mrs. Cooke. Senator, it was a slow operation. The editor in chief 
was the person who dictated the policies. The editor in chief was 
Adam Powell who came in each week. It was a weekly and he came in 
each week to discuss the editorial policy. I merely carried it out. 

Senator Dirksen. So you had assumed some responsibility then 
for the employees who were identified with the Peoples Voice? 

Mrs. Cooke. I don’t know what you mean by responsibility. 

Senator Dirksen. Well, management, direction of their duties. Did 
you have power to hire and fire? 

Mrs. Cooxe. I did not. I wasa union member. 

Senator Dirksen. You had nosuch authority ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I had no such authority to hire or fire. 

Senator Dirksen. How many people were employed on the Voice? 

Mrs. Cooxe. I wasn’t prepared for this line of questioning. I would 
have to answer off-the-cuff. 

Senator Dirksen. Just generally? 

Mrs. Cooke. Maybe 35. I was involved merely in the editorial office. 
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Senator Dirksen. In your capacity as assistant managing editor, 
you did know this lady, Doris P owell, is that her married name 

Mrs. Cooke. It was a paper of only 35 members. We all knew each 
other. She was not in the editorial de partment but I did know her. 

Senator Dirksen. Her maiden name was Doris Walters? 

Mrs. Cooxr. Walters. 

Senator Dirksen. Is it Walter or Walters ? 

Mrs, Cookr. I believe it was Walters. 

Senator Dirksen. Her married name is what ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I haven't seen her for years. I didn’t even know she 
Was married. 

Senator Dirksen. Can you describe her duties and functions? 

Mrs. Cooker. She was a secretary in the business office. She carried 
on secretarial work in the business ollice. 

Senator Dirksen. Well, now, if she was a secretary, she had to be 
a secretary to someone who gave her directions. 

Mrs. Cooker. I believe it was the advertising manager. I am not 
sure. Iam really not certain. 

Senator Dirksen. The advertising manager was who? 

ars, Cooker. Mr. Leonard. 

enator Dirksen. Did you meet personally with Doris Walters 
in pa ae of your employment ? 

Mrs. Cooxr. No, I did not. 

Senator Dirksen. I think the chairman asked you whether you were 
presently a member of the Communist Party. 

Mrs. Cooxr. He asked me. 

Senator Dirksen. And you refused to answer on the ground of the 
privilege that is afforded by the fifth amendment ? 

Mrs. Cooke. I did. 

Senator Dirksen. Let me ask you this, and this will be wholly a 
question of opinion which you can or cannot answer as you like: 
Would you have an opinion as to whether or not a person on = 
payroll of the Federal Government, whether in a confidential « 
pacity or in any capacity, should be permitted to continue in the 
employ of the Federal Government if such person were called before 
«a committee and refused to answer questions on the ground of the 
incrimination that might be involved, and took refuge in the fifth 
amendment ? 

{Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs, Cooxr. Just a moment, please. I refuse to answer that ques- 
tion, Senator. 

Senator Dirksen. That is wholly a matter of opinion, of course. 

Mrs. Cooxr. I understand. 

Senator Dirksen. There is no incrimination involved. 

Mrs. Cooks. I understand. 

Senator Dirksen. It is a question of public policy and I thought 
you might have an opinion. 

Mrs. Cooxr. Probably, but I would rather not. 

Senator Dirksen. You would prefer not to express an opinion on 
that subject? 

Mrs. Cooke. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That will be all. You are now released from the 
subpena. 


Mrs. Cooxr. Thank you. 





COMMUNIST INFILTRATION AMONG ARMY CIVILIAN WORKERS 9 


The CuatrmMan. Before we call the next witness, may I ask Gen- 
eral Reber this question, if he is here: Are these two people in the 
Quartermaster Corps still on the rolls? 

General Reser. Mr. Chairman, I must regret very much that I 
regretfully decline to answer that question. 

The Cuarrman. Will you be sworn, General? 

In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you solemnly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God ? 

General Reser. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF MAJ. GEN. MILES REBER, GENERAL STAFF CORPS, 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 


The Cuatrman. Your name is what? 

General Reser. Miles Reber, major general, General Staff Corps, 
Army of the United States. 

The Cuarrman. The question is, Is Mrs. Doris Walters Powell 
still on the Army rolls or has she been separated ? 

General Reser. I personally do not know the answer to that ques- 
tion, sir. I am not dodging it, but I want to make the record very 
clear. However, if I did know the answer, I am governed by Presi- 
dential directive which is passed down to us in Army regulations 
which I would like to read. 

The Cuairman. You may. 

General Reser. This is the Presidential directive of the 13th of 
March 1948. 

The CuHarrman. Just so the record is cleared, say Truman directive, 
signed by President Truman. 

General Reser. Yes, sir. | Reading: | 

No information shall be supplied as to any specific intermediate steps, pro- 
ceedings, transcripts of hearings, or actions taken in processing individuals 
under loyalty or security programs. 

The CuHarrman. We are not asking about her loyalty program. We 
are asking whether she is still on the Army rolls. I want to know 
whether she is still working for the Army. Is your answer that you 
do not know? 

General Reser. I do not personally know. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, the other day, General, you took it upon 
yourself to inform the committee as follows, and I would like to know 
if you are correctly quoted: 

It should be made as clear as possible to the committee that names of in- 
dividuals responsible for the granting or withholding of loyalty security clear- 
ance will not be made available to the committee. 

Is that a correct transmission of your orders to Colonel Johnson ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. That is correct, sir. 1 would prefer to 
have them stated as advice to Colonel Johnson. I am in no position 
to give orders to Colonel Johnson. 

The CuarrMan. Now, there is an Army Regulation 380-10, is that 
correct ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. That provides that if the Secretary of the Army 
shall so order that information can be given to the committee. In 
other words, it is a modification of Truman’s order of 1948. 
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General Reser. The statement of the Army regulations is as fol- 


lows. sil 
No exception shall be made to the above stated policy unless the agency head 
letermines that it would be clearly in the public interest to make specified infor- 
t available as in instances where the employee involved properly asks 
hat such action be taken for his own protection. In all such cases, the requested 
ition shall be released only pending the approval of my office. 
That means the Presidential office. 
The Cuarrman. Before you transmitted this order, did you contact 
‘Secretary of the Army or the President’s office to determine whether 


it would be in the public interest to have this committee know who 
leared Communists for handling classified material ¢ 

General Reser. I endeavored 2 reach the Acting Secretary of the 
Army that afternoon. It was Wednesday afternoon, the sec ‘ond of this 

mth. Twas not able to reach the Acting Secretary at that time. In 
view of the fact that the committee had specifically requested, as I 
understood it, an answer from Colonel Johnson that afternoon, asking 
with the acting de spartme nt counsel I took it upon myse If under the 
Army regulations to furnish the answer that I gave over the telephone 
to Colonel Johnson. In that connection, may Is spec} ically oint out 
that the beginning of this change of Army regu eae yh oes is a 
Presidential directive: 

Thereafter, no information regarding individual loyalty or security cases shall 
be provided in response to inquiries from outside the executive branch unless 
such inquiries are made in writing. 

Phis, as 1 understood it, was a verbal request. 

TI HAIRMAN. For your information, the request was made in 
writing. 

General Reser. I learned that later, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You feel that a committee should not be able to 
get the names of people in the Army who have cleared Communists to 
handle classified material. 

General Reser. I have no official opinion on that, sir. It is not my 
prerogative in any way. I am not in the security operations of the 
Army, sir. 

The Cuatrman. General, I am not asking for your official opinion. 
May I say this: That I ve ly very much dislike washing much 
of the linen which it appears we will have to wash in public. We 

arted out with your ciy ilian employees up in New York and showed 

) Communists who are working for the Army. I assumed that we 

ild handle this in executive session. I assumed that the Army 
would be anxious, and I trust that the Secretary will be anxious, and, 

f not the Secretary, then Mr. Wilson or the President will be anxious 
to get all the information upon individuals who have cleared Com- 
munists to handle classified material. 

Your unqualified refusal appears on its face to be a refusal of the 
Department of the Army. I understand now that it is not. 

I te now asking you this question, not for an official opinion, but 
we believe we are entitled to get some picture of the individuals who 
are representing us in the Army. Is it your opinion that a Senate 
committee should be denied the names of the people presently i in the 
Army who cleared Communists for handling classified material ? 

General Reser. This is my own personal opinion, Senator ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes; your personal opinion. 
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General Reser. I think that under appropriate circumstances— 
first let me say that I think the Department of the Army, I know from 
my own personal experience the Department of the Army is most 
anxious to get rid of any possibility of communism in the Depart- 
ment of the Army. As far as I know, while not specifically in that 
operation of the Department of the Army, every effort is being made 
and will continue to be made to do just that. I think that whe re we 

can be of assistance to Senate committees, or any congressional com- 
mittees, we certainly should do so to the maximum of our ability 
under the regulations laid down to us by higher authority. 

The Cuairman. Will you answer the question now, General ? 

General Reser. I thought I did, Senator. 

The CHarman. The question was, Do you think that the committee 
should be denied the names of people in the Army who have cleared 
Communists for access to classified material? It is a very simple 
question. I would like to get your thought on it. 

General Reser. With all deference, 1 thought I answered it to the 
best of my ability that I felt that the Army should cooperate to the 
maximum of its ability with the committee. 

The Cuarrman. Do not give me that, General. I want an answer 
to the question. ‘The question is, Do you think that you should keep 
secret the names of people in your Department who have cleared Com- 
munists for access to secret material, or do you think the committee 
should have those names? 

General Reser. Well, Senator, I am dealing purely with a hypo- 
thetical case now. 

The CHarirman. No, sir. There is nothing hypothetical about a 
Communist whom we have exposed handling classified material. It 
is a real situation. 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. We have exposed a man who has pledged himself 
to support the Communist Party, whose task it was to get out secrets 
and secret films. Now, I am asking you the simple question: Do you 
feel that this committee should have the names of the people who 
cleared Communists for access to classified material ? 

General Reser. I have certain instructions, sir, which I must follow. 
I am bound by the orders of my Commander in Chief and by the Secre- 
tary of the Army and by Army regulations, and in so doing I am 
endeavoring to the maximum of my ability to comply with those 
regulations. Now, I know that there exists a set of regulations which 
come from the President of the United States which state specifically 
that no intermediate steps in loyalty or security proceedings shall be 
revealed without the approval of the head of the executive department. 

The Cuairman, I am not asking you about intermediate steps. Lam 
asking you the simple question. You as a man who will have to advise 
the Secretary of the Army who in turn will be called upon to advise the 
President. I am asking you whether you feel that the committee 
should be given the names of people on the loyalty board who cleared 
Communists to handle classified material. 

General Reser. There is absolutely no objection to giving the names 
of people on the loyalty board; no, sir, none whatsoever. 

The CHairman, You say there is no objection. 

General Reser. No, sir. 
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The CmarrMAn. Have I misread your letter or rather the quotation 
from you in the letter: 

It should, however, be made as clear as possible to the committee that the 
names of individuals who are responsible for the granting or withholding of 
loyalty or security clearance will not be made available to the committee. 

General Reser. No, sir, I am sure you have not misread the letter. 

The CHarrmMan. Do you think we should or should not have the 
names of those who cleared Communists ? 

General Reser. I don’t want to appear technical, sir, but there is a 
difference between a loyalty board or the final board of the Secretary 
of the Army, and the intervening steps up the line. J know that it is 
permissible to give the names of the people who are on the loyalty 
board. I know that. I know it is not permissible under the regula- 
tions that govern us to give the names of individuals who deal with any 
specific case. 

The Cuatrman. And you give as the authority that directive? 

General Reser. That is my understanding. 

The Crairman. Let me ask you the question again. Is it your 
thought that where we find a Communist in the Army handling ¢ ‘Jassi- 
fied material that the committee should not be given the names of those 
responsible for that Communist’s being there: those on the loyalty 
board who said, “We will give this Communist access to classified 
material”? [am not talking about the directive. 

General Reser. Senator, unfortunately, as much as I would like to, 
I must answer to the best of my ability. I cannot answer that ques- 
tion with a simple “yes” or “no.” 

The Cuarmman. You cannot ? 

General Reever. No, sir, I cannot. 

‘The Cuarrman. Then let us know whether you think we should get 
the names, and use as many words as you want to. 

General Reser. May I again try to say this: I know Mr. Stevens, 
the Secretary of the Army, has stated pub licly, as I read in the news- 
paper this morning, that he was going to take every possible step 
to eliminate any tinge of possibility of communism in the Army. I 
think that has been done in the past. I know he is going to be very 
explicit about it. 

Now, in so doing he also has indicated that he wants to cooperate 
to the maximum possible extent with the committee. Those are my 
own personal views as well, sir. I think we should cooperate to the 
maximum possible extent. Iam governed by a specific regulation. I 
cannot reveal names if I knew them. 

The CHarrman. Will you try and answer the question forme. You 
will have to either answer or refuse to answer it. 

General Reser. I am not refusing to answer. I am doing my best, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CruarrMan. Let us get an answer to this now unless you want to 
refuse to answer. 

General Reser. No, sir, I don’t. 

The CHamman. The question is, Do you personally feel that the 
committee should be given the names of those who cleared Communists 
for access to clasified material? Either you think we should get those 
names or we should not. I want to know. You area general i in the 
Army ; you have been there a long time. 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 
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The CHarrmMan. You are charged with the defense of this country 
and the security of this Nation. 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrMan. I would like to know what you think about people 
who cleared Communists. I would like to know whether you think 
their names should be kept secret ornot. Itisa simple question. You 
can answer. You will answer or you will refuse. 

General Rever. No, sir, I certainly won't refuse. 

‘The CHairMAN. If you refuse, you will give the grounds. 

(yeneral Reser. I cert: — won't refuse. 

The CHairman. Tell 1 I hate to repeat this over and over, but 
apparently I must—do you feel that the committee should have the 
names of the individuals who cleared Communists for access to classi- 
fied material, or do you think those names should be kept secret from 
the committee ? 

General Reser. I certainly do not believe that anybody who 
cleared any Communist for access to classified material] should be pro- 
tected in any way whatsoever. I believe that eve ry possib le action 
should be taken against individuals of that type. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you think the committee should have the names 
of those people / 

General Reser. Senator, I cannot make that decision. 

The Cuairman. I am not asking for your decision. I am asking 
for your thought. 

General Reser. I cannot make that decision. 

The CHarrmMan. You made the decision here, and I am asking you 
what your personal thought is. 

General Reser. I made the decision on those particular cireum- 
stances. 

The CuairmMan. Do you not want to tell us how you personally fee] 
about it / 

General Reser. I did, sir. I said that those people should be com- 
pletely eliminated if there are such people and full action should be 
taken against them by both the executive and the legislative branches 
of our Government. 

The CHarrMan. The legislative cannot take action unless we know 
who they are. Do you think we should have their names? What is 
so difficult about that question, General‘ It is a simple question. 
Do you think we should have their names or not ? 

General Reser. The thing that is difficult, may I express—— 

The Cuatrman. If you are refusing because you think you will vio- 
late some Army regulation, tell us, and we will not press you. If you 
are refusing on some o ther ground, tell us. 

General Reper. No, sir; | am not refusing on any grounds except 
that it is my understanding that in the event that I am questioned 
concerning this specific case, which the committee has before it, that 
I am directed to decline to answer any question which will cause me 
directly or indirectly to disobey any provisions of the cited directives. 

The CHarrMAN. You are reading from a document. What are you 
reading from ? 

Gener: al Reser. I am very frankly reading from a letter of instruc- 
tions which the Ac ting Secretary of the Army gave to Colonel Howard 
this morning 


38344—53——3 
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The CHarmman. What isthe name of the Acting Secretary ‘ 

General REPER. Mr. Earl Johnson. 

The Cuarrman. Is it your position that you would be violating an 
Army regulation if you were to tell us whether you think we should 
have the name of anyone that cleared (Communists for access to classi- 
fied material ¢ 

General Reser. Yes, sir; I do. 

The Cuamman. You may be. If you think you would be violating 
an Army regulation, we will not press you at this time. How about 
giving us the names of individuals responsible for clearing people 
convicted of a crime? 

(reneral REBER. No objection to that at all. 

The CHarrmMan. Do you think we should have the names of those 
peo] le? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

The CrarrMan. I am going to hand you a police report showing 
the apprehension and conviction for a very serious and unusual crime 
of a man who was then major at the time of his apprehension. I 
will give you a chance to read the record first and then I will tell you 
what has happened to him since then. I do not want to discuss the 
fact publi ly in the ease, o1 the nan eof the lI d \ dual. 

General Reser. No, sir: of course not. 

The CuHamman. You will note the two police officers signed the 


report. You will note that they wucht the major in the act of the 
comm on of the crime. You will note the conviction. May I in 
form you now that G—Z rece mended t] Mmmed ate separation of this 
major May I inform you that t nformation which we received 
from the military is that he ha nee ‘ promoted to colonel, and 
that he nov charge of public relations not at the Pentagon but 

very important sector. Would you object to giving us the name 
otf the « li er Ww! rel ared tf } in, Who re ymmended him for pro} 10- 
tion after this conviction, and after the re mime dation for separa 
tion bv G-2? 


General Rener. I personally would not, sir: no, sir. 
The CuarrmMan. Do vou not think we should have the name of the 
officer ? 


(renel R BEI I ceri (LO except ft! ( lv one point 
t} re that a nd | iit \ l ears bel ! Por Ol } rd, 
ind tl ire probably veral peop ly in that 

Phe CHamman. Do beheve that the cor ttee should ha 
the} eS ( ( eral who cleared ! ind pr oted h / 


General Reser. I personally see no objection to it, sir. 
The CHarmmMan. I am having diffeulty following your reasoning 
You say where we find a man convicted of a crime. certainly lesser than 


treason, less than being a Communist handling classified material 


vou say there we should get the names of the persons who cleared 
him. but if it is a case of communism, vou cannot answer because vou 
would he violating an Army regulation. a he que Stion that ( CUrs to 
me is Do you consider the crime described in the police report of a 
more serious nature than that of | ing a member of a conspiracy 
dedicated to the overthrow of this Government ? 

General Reser. I certainly do not. Senator. I consider anv person 
who conspires to overthrow the Unite d States Government as being the 
most serious type of thing I can think of. 
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The CuHarrMan. Let me say this to you. I do not know how much 
you feel you are tied down by Army regulations. Iam not going to try 
to pass upon the question of the point of ordering you to answer ques- 
tions that you feel would result in your violation of an Army regula- 
tion, because if we did you would be confronted with the Pp yossibi lity of 
either being in contempt of the committee, or in your own — being 
in a position where you might be court-m: itialed for violating Army 
regulations. For that reason we are not roing to order you to answer 
the questions. We are going to take the matter up with the Secretary 
of the Army. I hope we will not have to go further than that. If 
necessary, we will go on to the Secretary of Defe nse and the President. 
I cannot conceive that the President, who is elected upon a clean-up 
progr: im, promises which he seine Yi coast to coast, to clean out 
Communists and all types of « ‘rookedness and perversion, would white 
wash those who are responsible. 

I may say I think it is very unfortunate to have to go through a 
hearing such as this because if we discredit the Army in the eyes of 
the Ameri ‘an pec Pp le. we are do} ne some damage. Howevi r. we cannot 
sit idly by and watch the festering sores grow. If we do not get the 
e oper: ition for aia we have asked—at the time you took it upon 


vourself to refuse us—then we will have no choice whatsoever but to 
force this thing into the open, knowing that — opinion will force 
a housecleaning. I hope that Secretary Stevens does not take the 

ttitude that you took, and again may I say I am not personally blam- 
™" ¢ you. I have been in the mi lit ry myself for some time. I realize 
how badly officers sometimes feel they are tied down. I do think that 


you made a grave mistake, however, when you undertook in the name 
of the De partment of the Army to tell us we could not get the names 
of people who cleared Communists. 

General Reser. Senator, may I respectfully make about two re- 
marks, sir? 


The Cuatrman. You certainly may; as much as you care to. 


General Reser. In the first place, may I say, as sincerely and hon- 
estly as I possibly can, that the Department of the Army, under the 
directions of the secretary and the Chief of Staff. is doing everything 
in its power to eliminate any — ty of communism infiltrating 
intothe Army. In so doing, we as I have said before, endeavoring 
to cooperate to the maximum poss iDl le extent we possibly can with all 


branches of the Government, the executive and the legislative alike. 

My actions in this case are based solely on my understanding of 
Presidential directives which were issued down to me in the form of 
Army regulations which, as an officer of the United States Army, I 
have sworn to uphold the Constitution and the rules and reg ulations 
prescribed under the Constitution. I believe that we are doing our 
best in that connection. 

You brought up the question of this individual who was found 
guilty in a police report. I said we would be very glad, as far as I 
know. to reveal the names concerned. There are no Presidential 
directives or regulations in that respect. 

The Cuatrman. May I correct you, General? This is considered 
as a matter having to do with security. I say some of your people 
have taken the position that this is a crime having to do with security 
that would make him a serious security risk. 

General Reser. I understand. 
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The Cuarman. And therefore you are bound by the same regula- 
tions that you are bound in the case of Communists. So some of your 
other officers take a different position than you do on that. 

General Reser. I can understand that. 

The Caatrman. Pardon the interruption. 

General Reser. As I said, as far as specific crimes are concerned, 
there are no regulations. ‘The only action I have taken in this case 
myself personally has been based on my understanding of the Presi- 
dential and Army regulations. 1 *~ sorry if in any way I caused 
the committee any trouble. It has been my interpret: ition of the 
regulations which I say very sincerely that the Army is endeavoring 
to cooperate to the maximum extent we can as we unde stand those 
regulations. 

The Carman. May we in closing—unless Senator Dirksen has 
ome questions—have your assurance that you will take the matter 
of this ease which I handed to you up with the Department of the 
Army, find out why after this unusual situation you have promoted 
and put in a very sensitive position this officer 4 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. I might say further, your general statement that 
you are doing everything you can to remove Communists does not 
mean too much. I read those statements by Dean Acheson. I read 
them by practically all those in the old administration who were 
exposed. I personally went out and promised the people from coast 
to coast that if they would get rid of the Achesons, there would be a 
new day down here. There would be no longer the old cover-up. 
That no matter how much it hurt, we would expose those responsible 
for communism and treason. We have a test of that now whether we 
are going to continue following the order which you read, which is a 
Truman order, or not. As against our finding of Communists in the 
Department of the Army, your statement that you are doing every- 
thing you ean to clean them up means very little. I may say we would 
he hampered very greatly unless we can find out who is responsible 
for putting known Communists in the positions in which they are. 

For your information, those who cleared, these individuals had 
available to them all of the information which this committee now 
has. ‘They had available to them all of the information available to 
Colonel Lindsay when he suspended this guard. When you say that 
you are doing everything you can to remove Communists, it seems 
rather meaningless when your colonel sits back here and says: “I 
won't suspend a woman who admits that she received a membership 
card in the Communist Party, admits going to Communist leadership 
schools” and says “I won't tell you whether I was a Communist when 
I got this job because, if I told the truth, it might incriminate me.” 

To my way of thinking, General, that is the most unusual, the most 
unbelievable, the most unexplainable situation that I have ever heard 
of as long as I have been in Washington. 

General Reser. Senator, | want to say one thing. I am not at all 
—. with Colonel Howard’s testimony, because I have not seen 
it, but I think what Colonel Howard was trying to do, and he can 
say this for himself, was to say that he could not tell the committee 


what action he proposed to take. I don’t know that he said he 
wouldn’t iaeenll her. 
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Senator Dirksen. General, I know you have lots of duties, and 
you cannot be expected to have definite and specific information on 
all matters, but how closely are you identified in your official duties 
with the loyalty and security program ¢ 

General Reser. I am not closely personally identified with it, sir. 
I am not familiar with it. I keep myself thoroughly familiar with 
all the pertinent regulations that pertain to those programs for two 
reasons. First I have my own small office to administer, which I must 
administer properly and be sure I am complying with all the regu- 
lations within my office. Second, I must know what those regula- 
tions are in order to advise witnesses who have to appear before 
congressional committees. That is one of my responsibilities. 

Senator Dirksen. I assume, of course, that all civilians working for 
the Defense Establishment are cleared for security and loyalty? 
Would that be correct ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. It is my understanding they receive what 
you might call a check when they come on the job and they certainly 
are cleared before they get access to any classified material. That I 
know. 

The CHatrmMan. Senator Dirksen and some of the members of the 
press have asked me to identify further Mrs. Doris Walters Powell. 
The Mrs. Doris Walters Powell that we have been discussing is the 
woman in the Quartermaster Corps whom we had been discussing 
last week. It is the same woman who has admitted having received 
a membe rship card in the Communist Party, who admitted having 
attended Communist leadership schools, and who refused to testify 
as to whether or not she was a member of the Communist Party in 
1949. She is, as of the last information we have, still on the Army 
rolls. She is not physically in the building. She took a maternity 
ieave in September of last. vear, and is due to go back in September 
of this year. While she is not on the Army rolls, she does carry her 
identification card and credentials. She is on the Army rolls, but 
not physic: ally workin o, She does have her credentials showing she 

i Federal employee, and identification ecard, and according to the 
rises would have access with no difficulty to the building in which 
she was working. 

Senator Dirksen. General, let me ask, In the case of those civilians 
in the Defense Establishment who have access to classified data, do 
they get a special check ? 

General Reser. Yes, sit 

Senator Diksren. Something more elaborate ? 

General Reper. Yes. 

Senator DirKsEN. Who administers that checkup? 

General Rerer. It is administered under the Security Branch of the 
Intelligence Division, and also the Civilian Personnel Division of the 
Department of the Army. We get our information, of course, from a 
great many difference sources. 

Senator Dirksen. Fave you any idea how many people that would 
involve who get that : pecial checkup ? 

General Rever. I am afraid I couldn't answer that question without 
reference to the records. 

Senator Dirksen. Does it run into a large figure ¢ 

General Reser. I imagine there are sizable number of people who 
have access to classified material. 








18 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION AMONG ARMY CIVILIAN WORKERS 


Senator Dirksen. I am curious as to how this works out. Do you 
have the special boards who handle this matter down there? 

General Reser. Sir? 

Senator DrrksEN. Do you have special boards who hi indle the mat- 
ter, or do they handle only the things that come up on the appeal ? 

General Reser. The boards handle the appeal side. The investi- 
gative agencies take care of the original clearance. 

Senator DIRKsE wn. So there has to be an adverse finding by the in- 
vestigatory service or agency before it gets up to the so-called loyalty 
or security board ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dimxksen. So the adverse finding has to be made first, that 
there is some doubt about the security ? 

General Reser. That is right, s 

Senator Dirksen. How many boards are there in the Defense 
Establishment? Is there only one, or more # 

General Reser. I think they all head up in one board in the Army. 
I am not familiar with the Navy and the Air Force. There is a board 
directly under the Secretary of the Army for dealing with civilians. 
Of course, for the military it is a very different thing. 

Senator Dirksen. Would all the civilian cases go to that one board ? 

General Reser. Any appeals, yes, sir; it is my understanding. 

Senator DirksEn. Do the ene members carry on these duties in 
passing upon loyalty and security cases in addition to their regular 
duties or are they specially assigned to that work ? 

General Reser. I am afraid I can’t answer that question, sir. I 
don’t know, frankly. 

Senator Dirksen. I wondered whether that was full-time work on 
the part of the board members. 

General Reser. I think it is in most of them, but I am not sure at 
all. I will get that information for you. I will be glad to. 

nator Dirksen. Quite aside as to whether or not the board mem- 
bers are engrossed full time in that work, they are on the payroll of 
the Federal Government ? 

General Reper. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. And in that capacity they are public servants. 

General Reper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. What I am getting around to, General, is this, 
and I am in accord with your answers, knowing the regulations under 
which you work. I am wondering not only in the case of the Defense 
Establishment, but any establishment in Government whether there 
is any reason the names of members of a security or loyalty board 
should not only be printed in the ethos e directly of the agency 
but should be made public and for that matter might well be pub- 
lished in the Congressional Directory where Members of the House 
and Senate might know who they are. Could you see any objection 
to that ? : 

General Reser. No, sir; I don’t. As I explained to the chairman, 
under the regulations that govern me, we are at liberty to reveal the 
names of the board members at any time. ' 

Senator Dirksen. Are you at liberty then now to submit the names 
of the board members to the committee ? 

General Reser. As far as I know, yes, sir. 
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Senator Dirksen. Would there be any objection, Mr. Chairman, t« 
having the names of the board members? 

The Cuareman. Will you also indicate which members of the board 
passed upon the Doris Walters Powell case ? 

General Reser. That I cannot do. 

Senator Dirksen. That is the rock upon which the difference comes 
namely, you can give the board members, but you do not feel at liberty 
under the re egul: ations to indi ate publi¢ ly what member or members 
of the board may have passed upon this particular case / 

General Reser. That is my understanding of the instructions. 

Senator Dirksen. In order to cet that information, General, what 
would be hecessary on the part ol this committee, us Tar as person- 
nel inthe War De ‘partment is concerned 2 

General Rr BER. I would think, very frankly, sir, a specific request 
in writing to the Secretary of the Army. 

Senator pane nN. [Tam not going to ask you what you think about 


t] ial directiv y th at you gave us, but let me ask you t] iS! Insofar as 
you know, hi is that directive which was issued in 1948, which means 
that it has been in existence Fa 5 years, ever been challenged by the 
Defense Establishment, or has the re been any suggestion that [ ought 
to be repealed or modified in the publi ‘interest ? 


General REBER. Of course, it has been modified to some extent, 
by the recent Executive order. I think the Executive order number is 
10450, issued under the present administration. May I point out I 
believe there has been some misunderstanding and it is probably my 
fault. But the first directive that I read about no information shall be 
supplied as to any specific intermediate ste ps of proceedings, investi- 
gations, or actions taken in processing an individual under loyalty or 
security programs, this is a specific directive dated April 8, 1952, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. April 8, 1952? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. As you interpret the directive issued under the 
Truman administration, General, you could not disclose the name or 
any factual circumstance in connection with a loyalty or a security case. 

General Reser. That is my understanding, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. To what extent do you feel that has been modified 
by the April directive ? 

General Reser. I don’t believe that it has been modified. Iam sure 
it has not been modified to any extent in that connection. My under- 
standing of the principal diffe ‘rence is that now all cases are consid- 
ered as security cases. 

Senator Dirksen. So asthe matter stands as of this moment, it would 
be your interpretation that no circumstance, no fact, no name, no 
intermediate process as you indicate, or any other circumstance about 
a loyalty case can be disclosed ? 

General Reser. That is my understanding. 

Senator DIRKSEN. And to do SO would require the modification of 
that 1948 directive from the White House ? 

General Reser. No, sir; to do so would require the following: No 
exception shall be taken to the above-stated policy unless the agency 
head determines that it would be clearly in the pub lic interest to make 
specific information available. 

The Cuarrman. Would you stop right there, General. 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 
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The CHarrmMan. Doesn’t that mean that the agency head, the Sec- 
retary of the Army, can. if he thinks it is in the public interest, divulge 
the information which we have been requesting ? 

General Reper. No, sir. He must as the final sentence states: 


In all such cases the requested information shall be released only after obtain- 
ing approval of my office 


The CrarrMan. That is signed by whom / 


General Reser. That is dated April 8, 1952. It is signed by the 
President. 

The CnuatrmMan. April 8, 1952! 

General Reser. Yes. 

The CHatrmMan. That in effect tightens up the 1948 order. 

General Rerer. No. sir. I believe it relaxes it. There was no pro- 
vision, as I understand it before—I didn’t read all of it—but under cer- 
tain circumstances certain information can be released. I will be glad 
to tell the committee that 11 my O} inion it does not apply to these cases, 

Senator Dirksen. So until that directive is modified those circum- 

tances could not be revealed to the committee either in executive 
ession or publie session 7? 

Gren WR ner. Not by the Department of the \rmy > no, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. That is all, General. 

General Reser. Thank you. 

The (CHAIRMAN. You are vroiIng to supply us with the hames of 
those who are pre ently on the loyalty board ¢ 

General Reser. I am, and also on this other ease. 

The CHatmrMman. Is there a separate loyalty board in the ( larter 


General Reser. Not to my knowledge. sir. 

The Crarmman. In other words. you have one panel that covers the 
entire Army ¢ 

General Reser. One group, and then I believe it is subdivided in 
Valrlous aSses 

Senator Dirksen. Let me ask one other question. The matter of 
recommendation and clearance is finally in the hands of the loyalty 
board ? 

General Reser. No, sir. The final action, of course, in any case of 
consequence 1S 1n the Secretary of the Army, the head of the iwency. 

Senator Dirksen. That is final ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. Let us assume that derogatory information is 
developed by the investigatory agency, and then it goes to the board, 
and the board gives such an individual clearance. Unless it ooes 
one stage higher in the course of appeal, the person then would be 
cleared and retain his job or placed on duty unless it went to the 
Secretary of the Army, or is it a mandate that every case has to clear 
finally the Secretary / 

General Reser. I am not familiar with the mechanies of the board. 
I can supply that information for you, Senator. 

Senator Dmksen. You can give an opinion on this or not, as you 
like. Let us assume now in the case of this one person we have been 
dealing with, on which there is a very substantial and, I think, con- 
vineing file, that person were working in your office and had been 
cleared by the board, but you had some suspicions about it. Where 
would you go from there under those circumstances ? 
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General a L would have the right through channels to make 
an appeal, s 

Senator foes N. Soif you hada well-grounded suspicion that there 
was something wrong with the general attributes of such a person, you 
could make a further appeal in the matter ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. So that there is in every case a kind of person al 
responsibility of every officer and civilian who holds a position of 
respons ibility and has peop le working for him to be on the alert and 
to ascertain, if possible, whether there is a loyalty or security factor 
involved. 

General Reper. It is a very clear-cut responsibility, Senator. I per- 
son rally consider it one of the highest re sponsibilitie s we have, that is, 
to be sure that the security of this country is properly protected, and 
that peop le who are secur ty risks do not have access to information 
that may be of assistance to those who are opposed to this Nation of 
ours. I think that is one of the highest responsibilities a man has. 

Senator Dirksen. I have only one other question. Does the loyalty 
and security board operate under the direction of some particular 
person in the defense establishment, or is it wholly independent in 
character, and follows no direction. 

Genel il Ri BER, It operates under the Secre tary of the Army. 

Senator DirkKsen. But nobody below him / 

General Reser. That is my understanding. 

The CHarman. I have one or two questions, General, but first I 
would like to ask Colonel Howard a question, and you may stay right 
there. 

Is Mrs. Doris Walters fmm ‘11 on the Army rolls as of today ? 

Colonel Howarp. Yes, Sir. 

The CHatrMaAn. She stil] on the rolls. 

One other question, Colonel. She still has her credentials and identi- 
fication ¢: ard, and everything she had while she was working? 

Colonel Howarp. She does not. 

The CHAIRMAN. " ave you taken them from her? 


Colonel Howarp. J don’t do it personally. 
The CHAIRMAN. Th at was done since you were before us last week ? 
In other words, you had her credentials revoked since you appeared 


before us last week ? 

Colonel Howarp. Yes, sir. When Lappeared before you a guard was 
out after her. I didn’t get it until the next day. 

The CuairMan. Thank you very much. 

General, in 1944, as I recall, there was an order issued, signed b: 
I believe, Mr. McCloy, to the effect that membership in the Com- 
munist Party was not a bar to obtaining a Commission in the Army. 
Has that order been revoked or is that still in effect ? 

General Reser. Frankly, Senator, I am quite sure, as far as I could 
be, that it has been revoked. I have not looked into it, frankly. 

The Cuairman. General Fenn, would you know whether that order 
of 1944 was revoked ? 

General Reser. I could not answer whether the order has been re- 
voked, but I know it is essential that a person sign a certificate as to 
loyalty before he can be commissioned in the Army. That was raised 

38344—53——-4 
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The CnatrmMan. I may say security is involved. I may also say, 


Cie Ti¢ ral. that we asked you for this 1! for? ition because it will cut 
down the amount of work we will have to do. If you do not vive us 
the information, I assure you that we will subpena the individuals 
involved. We will subpena those who cleared him. It will be more 
difficult for us to do it. It will be much simpler, and I might Say 


Nn Lith} 
much easier on everyone concerned, if we get the cooperation. 

General Rener. To the maximum of my ability, I will certair ly vive 
it to you. The only bar I could think of would be the pecifie Presi 
dential directive. 

The Cramman. We will ask you to supply that this afternoon. If 
not, I will ask counsel to subpena the individuals—not the people 
involved in the alleged crime, but the individuals who gave the clear 
ance—and we can give you the names of 3 or 4. It will narrow it down 
a lot if you will give us the names of all involved. In other words, 
1 am not asking a favor, General. We intend to bring them before us. 
It will save a lot of work and save calling unnecessary people. 

General Rever. I assure you, Senator, that as far as the Army and 
I are concerned, we want to help to the maximum of our ability. 
May I get the name of the person at the close of the session ? 

The CHarrman. I think we are all through. If you care to come 
up here, General, I will be glad to give it to you. Ll might say there 
is more than one military man involved. 

Mr. Doxey Wilkerson. Mr. Wilkerson, you are reminded that you 
are still under oath. 


Mr. Counsel. 


TESTIMONY OF DOXEY WILKERSON, ACCOMPANIED BY DAVID 
REIN, ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Mr. Conn. Professor Wilkerson, what is your occupation ? 

Mr. Wiikerson. Lama teacher. 

Mr. Conn. Where do you teach? 

Mr. Witkerson. I refuse to answer that question on the basis of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment not to be a witness against 
myself. 

Mr. Conn. Are you a member of the Communist Party today ? 

Mr. Witxkerson. I refuse to answer that question for the same 
reason. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Wilkerson, do you feel that a truthful answer 
to that question might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Wiixerson. Any answer I would give would be a truthful 
answer, and my feeling is that any answer I might give might tend 
to incriminate me. 

The CHarrmMan. The question is, do you feel that a truthful answer 
would tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Wirkerson. I think a truthful answer would be included in 
the category “any.” 

The CHatrman. I asked you do you feel that a truthful answer 
might tend to incriminate you / 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wiikerson. I have indicated that any answer I would give 
would be truthful, and I have further said that I think any answer 
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I might give to the question might tend to incriminate me. I think 
that is fully responsive. 

Senator Dirksen. This answer you are making is with respect to 
the question of where you teach, is ‘that correct ? 

Mr. Witkerson. That is correct. Wait a minute—no, I think he 
asked another question after that. 

Senator Dirksen. I thought it was with respect to the question of 
where you are teaching. 

Mr. Witkerson. You might refer to the record. 

Senator Dirksen. Would your answer be the same to that question ? 

Mr. Witkerson. It would. 

Senator Dirksen. Let me assume that you were tear hing some place 
else than where you are teaching, would you still make the same 
answer ? ; 

Mr. Witkerson, That would depend on where I would be teaching. 

Senator Dirksen. Let me put it hypothetically. Suppose you were 
teaching at Columbia University; would you respond to the question 
und say you were / 

Mr. Wiikerson. I am not sure. 

Senator Dirksen. Suppose you were teaching at Harvard, would 
your answer be the same / 

Mr. W ILKERSON. ] am not sure. Many circumstances might In 
fluence me. 

Senator Dirksen. Suppose you were teaching at a theological senii- 
nary, would it be the same ? 

Mr. Witkerson. I am not sure. 

Senator Dirksen. You are not sure. It is with respect to that ques 
tion of where you are teaching that you feel that your answer ought 
to be unresponsive on the ground of your privilege under the fifth 
amendment ? 

Mr. WitkKerson. That is right. 

Senator Dirksen. I think for the record I should ask you this ps S- 
tion, Do you teach or have you taught at the Jefferson School « 
Social Science in New York City ¢ 

Mr. Witxerson. I refuse to answer that question for the reasons 
tated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question that I have asked you, do you fee] 
that a truthful answer to that question might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. WILKERSON. responded to your question, Senator. 

The Crarmman. I do not feel that you have answered the question. 
If so, I shall vet upon you to answer it again. The question is, do 
you feel that a truthful answer might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Wiikerson. I say again as I said before, any answer I would 
give would be a truthful answer. Further, within the framework of 
the political climate of our country now, I think any answer I would 
vive might tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrmMan, That is not the question. I know that perjury 
might tend to incriminate you. You are not entitled to invoke the 
privilege unless you tell us that you feel a truthful answer might tend 
to incriminate you. I shall insist that you answer that. If you do 
not. vou will be ordered to answer the question asked by counsel. 

(Witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
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Mr. Wiikerson. I think I must say again, Senator—— 

The CHarrMan. You may go ahead and make yourself a test case if 
you care to. [have no objection. Are you refusing to answer whether 
you feel a truthful answer would tend to incriminate you / 

Mr. Wiikerson. You posed the question in a way which gives the 
implication that I might give something other than a truthful answer. 
My statement is that any answer I might give to that question might 
tend to incriminate me, and I further stated that I would not give 
any answer which is not truthful. 

The CHatrmMan. I do not want your assurances as to whether on 
not you will perjure yourself. I do not think they are worth much 
to this committee. You are asked the question whether you feel that 
a truthful answer would tend to incriminate you. 

(Witness conferred with his counsel. ) 


Mr. Wivxerson. I think I have answered vour question, Senator. 

The Cuatrman. You are ordered to answer it again, then. I have 
not heard the answer if you did. 

Mr. Wiixerson. The term “any” would include truthful or un- 


truthful answer. 

The CHatrman. Will vou have the record show that after cor 
sultation w ith counsel several times. the witness still refuses to answer 
the simple question W hether or not he feels a truthful answer to the 
question of whe re he works might tend to merimimnate him. You are 
therefore ordered to tell us where you teat h. 

Witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Winkerson. I think if the record shows what vou said it 
shows, Senator, it would be correct. IT have never re 
that question. Indeed, I said it would. 

The CHAIRMAN. Just so we have a clear record here, you are asked 
the question : Where do you work at the present time ¢ 

Mr. Wirxerson. I refuse to answer the question. 

The CHatrMan. On what ground 4 

Mr. Wrrixkerson. On the basis of my privilege under the fifth 
amendment not to be a witness against myself. 

The CuarrmMan. I am afraid | will have to repeat this so the record 
will be very clear. Do you feel that a truthful answer to that ques- 
tion might tend to incriminate you! You are ordered to answer that 
yes or no. 

Mr. WiikKerson. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Then you are entitled to the privilege. 

Are you a member of the Communist Party as of today ? 

Mr. Wiikerson. I refuse to answer the question for the reasons 
stated previously. 

The CHatmrMan. On the ground of self-inecrimination ? 

Mr. Witxerson. On the basis of my privilege under the fifth 
amendment not to be a witness against myself. 

The CuHarrMan. Were you an organizer for the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wirkerson. That question likewise I refuse to answer for the 
same reasons. 

The CuarrMan. Have you been a member of the national committee 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wiixerson. For the same reason I refuse to answer the 
question. 


used tO answer 
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The CuHatmrman. Are you a member of the national committee of 
the Communist Party as of today? 

Mr. Wivxerson. I refuse to answer the question for the same 
reasons 

The CHatrman. I will ask you to state the reason. 

Mr. Wirxerson. On the basis of my privilege under the fifth 
amen ime nt not to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuaiman. Do you feel if you were to tell us the truth as to 
whether or not vou are a me mber of the National Committee of the 
Communist Party today that truthful answer might tend to incrim- 
inate you? i 

Mr. Witkerson. Within the framework of what is happening in 
oul See, today, yes. 

The \IRMAN. You are entitled to the privilege then. 

Did you visit the offices of the Daily Worker with Doris Walters, 
who is now Doris Walters Powell. and discuss there with Mr. Louis 
Budenz the business of the Communist Party in the presence of and 
with Doris Walters? 

(Witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Wirxerson. I refuse to answer that question on the basis pre- 
viously stated. 

The CHarrman. Do you know Doris Walters? 

Mr. Wiixerson. I knew a Doris Walters some 5 or 6 years ago. 

The Crairnman. We will hand you a picture and see if you can 
identify this woman as Doris Walters. 

Mr. Witkerson. That is the person I used to know some 5 or 6 
years avo, 

The CuatmMan. Did you recruit her into the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Witkerson. I refuse to answer the question for the reasons 
stated. 

The CHairman. Mr. Wilkerson, I would like to ask you a question 
now which only indirectly has to do with this hearing, and you may 
refuse to answer that if you care to. Last year I used your case as 
an example to show that the FBI could not clear Communists out of 
Government. I pointed out at that time that the FBI had given the 
Federal Security Agency all of the material on you, showing you 
were a member of the Communist Party, that after the FBI had done 
that, that the Federal Security Agency refused to fire you. I pointed 
out that after you resigned from Government, you immediately an- 
nounced yourself as a Communist Party organizer. I pointed out 
that you thereupon became a member of the “National Committee of 
the Communist Party, that you could not qualify for that unless aap 
had been a member of the Communist Party in good standing for « 
years, all of which 4 years were spent in Government. I used your 
case to give the lie to aos who claimed that exposing Communists 
was a smear on the FBI. I used that to prove that the FBI could 
not fire a Communist. All they could do was supply the information. 
At the time I used your case, I used it in various parts of the country 
as an example. I heard from a number of people, the usual ery— 
irresponsible charges, smearing an innocent person. 

I would like to give you the opportunity now to tell us whether 
or -~ that information which I gave which I have just recounted 
was true or false. The information as to your record; was that true 
or false! 
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Mr. Wixtkerson. I donot care to answet the que tion. 

The CHatrMAn. You refuse on the grounds of self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Wiixerson. I refuse on the basis of my privilege under the 
fifth amendment not to be a witness against myself. 

The CuarrMaAn. You are entitled to refuse. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Wilkerson, how long were you in Government 
service, roughly ? , 

Mr. Winkerson. I was employed by the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration for about, I think, a little over a year. 

Senator Dirksen. [ thought it was longer than that. 

Mr. Wiikerson. I worked previously on a special project for the 
President’s Advisory Committee on Education, not as full-time em- 
ployment, but doing a research job. 

Senator Dirksen. Was that regular Federal employment for which 
you were compensated ? 

Mr. Wiixerson. I was compensated. When you say regular Fed- 
eral employment, it was not regular line agency, but a special 
committee. 

Senator Dirksen. Who appointed you to that committee? 

Mr. Witkerson. I don’t know. 

Senator Dirksen. Was it a Presidential appointment ? 

Mr. Witkerson. I don’t think so. No, I know it wasn’t. 

Senator Dirksen. You say it was the President’s Committee on 
Education ¢ 

Mr. Wiikerson. I was not on the committee. I was a research 
associate, 

Senator Dirksen. For the committee? 

Mr. Witkerson. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. How long were you employed in that capacity ? 

Mr. Wi-kerson. I imagine about a year, maybe a little longer. 

Senator Dirksen. Did you go from there to OPA ? 

Mr Wrrxerson. No; that came 10 years later. 

Senator Dirksen. Were you in Government in that intervening 
period ¢ 

Mr. Wiikerson. No. 

Senator Dirksen. You left the Government service then when your 
duties with the committee terminated ¢ 

Mr. Wiikerson. I was never a full-time employee of the Govern- 
ment until I came to OPA, until about 1942. 

Senator Dirksen. In that 10-year intervening period did you have 
other assignments in Government? 

Mr. Winkerson. In Government? I was a member of an advisory 
committee on the WPA education program. 

Senator Dirksen. WPA education program ? 

Mr. Winkerson. Yes. The exact dates I don’t remember. 

Senator Dirksen. Were there any other assignments or duties? 

Mr. Wirxerson. I think of none. In terms of Government employ- 
ment, that is. 

Senator Dirksen. What were your functions when you were with 
OPA? 

Mr. Wiu«xerson. I was in the Education Division of the Office of 
Price Administration and held a position known as education 
specialist. 
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Senator Dirksen. That dealt particularly with what? 

Mr. Witkerson. The function of the division was to promote the 
wartime economic program, controls, price control, rent controls, 
rationing through a program of enlightenment of the general popula- 
tion. My functions involved writing, speaking, tr weling, interview- 
ing people, to the end of promoting the wartime economic program of 
price control, rent control, and rationing. 

Senator Dirksen. You traveled to all sections of the country and 
talked to business groups and housewives ? 

Mr. Winxerson. Chiefly school educational groups, but also other 
groups likewise, professional, business. 

Senator Dirksen. To round out the record, I think I should ask 
this question. Would you care to say whether you had any identity 
with the Communist Party at that time? 

Mr. Witkerson. I would not care to say. 

Senator Dirksen. Very well, sir. Let me ask you this question: 
If the Attorney General of the United States made a finding with re- 
pect to a school or organization that it should be placed on the so- 
called subversive list as they called it, that would be a finding of fact 
as the Attorney General u inderstood it, and then it would be published, 
and it would come to the attention of people through the newspapers, 
of course. So that if vou or I saw a statement in the newspapers to 
the effect that a school was on the Attorney General's subversive list, 
that would be a fact as we understood it. Would you care to say 
whether that ever came to your attention, that the school w here you 
taught was so found by the Attorney General and 
ubversive organizations ? 

Mr. Winkerson. I would not care to say. 

Senator Dirksen. You would prefer not to say. Perhaps to imple- 
ment the record, I should say here that insofar as I know from the 
memorandum, that the Jefferson School of Social Science in New 
York City was cited on the Attorney General’s list of subversive 
organizations. 

The CuarMan. Were any of your books printed in the Government 
Printing Office at Government expense 

Mr. Wiikerson. Yes. 

Che CHarMan. How many ? 

Mr. WiLxerson. One. 

The Cuamman. The name of that book ? 

Mr. WiiKxerson. Special Problems of Negro Education. 

Che CuairmMan. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you wrote that book? 

Mr. Wixtkerson. I refuse to answer that question for the reasons 
previously stated. 

The CHarrMan. But you did not pay for the printing. It was 
printed in the ¢ er eo at Government expense ? 

Mr. Wiixerson, I did not pay for i 

Phe Cuamman. Did you pay for the printing ? 

Mr. Wiikerson. No. 

The Cnarrman. The answer is “No” 

Mr. Witkerson. No. 

The CHarrmMan. It was printed at Government expense. Do you 
know who arranged for the printing of that book? ; 


1 


placed on the list of 
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Mr. Wiikerson. I presume the committee by which I was employed. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know whether your books have been dis 
tributed by any branch of the Government, either through the armed 
services, or through the State De partment / 

Mr. Wesleninatne This committee asserted that that book has been 
so distributed. That is my only source of information. 

The Cuairman. You know that your books have been distributed 
by a branch of the Government, namely, the State 2 Department ¢ 

Mr. Witkerson. I know only that this committee has announced 
that the book, Special Problems of Negro Education, has been so 
found. 

The Crairman. Would you think that would be an effective book 
in fighting communism abroad in our libraries ? 

Mr. Winkerson. It has nothing to do with communism. It seeks 
rather to analyze a rather unfortunate situation concerning Americal 
education. 

The Cuatmrman. Are you on the payroll of the Communist Party 
as of today ¢ 

Mr. Witkerson. I refuse to answer the question. 

The CHatrMan. Do you know of anyone working in any branch 
of Government who is a member of the Communist Party, working 
there today ¢ 

Mr. Witkerson. I refuse to answer the question. 

The CHatrMan. Do you feel if vou answered that truthfully that 
truthful answer might tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Witkerson. Within the framework of development in our 
country today, ves. 

The Cuamman. Do you believe that the Communist Party is dedi- 
cated to the overthrow of this Government by force and violence 4 

Mr. Winxerson. I do not. 

The CuatrMan. You do not? Then you are ordered to answer the 
question of whether or not you are a Communist today. 

For the benefit of counsel, under our present law, as I understand 
the Smith Act—see if I am correct in this—it is no technical violation 
to be a member of the Communist Party unless you realize the Com 
munist Party is dedicated to the overthrow of ‘this Government by force 
and violence. You have just stated you do not believe it is so dedicated. 
Therefore, you are ordered to answer the question. 

First let me ask you this question. 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CratrmMan. As a preliminary question, did you ever commit 
espionage for the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wirxerson. Will you repeat the question ? 

The CHairman. Did you ever commit any espionage for the Com 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Wiixerson. No. 

The CHarrman. Did you ever engage in any illegal activities for 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Wiixerson. I refuse to answer the question. 

The CHarrMan. I believe, Mr. Counsel, under the circumstances, he 
cannot be ordered to answer whether he is a member of the Commu- 
nist Party, in view of the fact that he refused to state whether he 
engaged in illegal activities as a member of the Communist Party. 
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Therefore, the Chair will withdraw the order that you be ordered to 
answer the question whether you are a Communist. I think you are 
entitled to the fifth amendment. 

[ might say we are very happy to have Senator Potter's administra- 
tive assistant here; and if he has any questions to ask, feel free to do 
50 at any time. 

Counsel has one or two questions to ask about Doris Walters. 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Wilkerson, did you assign Doris Walters to obtain 
information from Denton Brooks at the People’s Voice in New York 
and furnish that information to representatives of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Witkerson. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Conn. Did you arrange for Doris Walters to attend the Claudia 
Jones School of Leadership of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Witkerson,. I refuse to answer that question likewise for the 
same reasons. 

Mr. Conn. When you were in Washington in the thirties, did you 
know aman named Harold Ware? 

Mr. Witxerson. I don’t recall the name. 

Mr. Conn. I have nothing more, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Retrn. Is the witness excused, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuarrMan. The witness will not be excused. ‘There are many 
things concerning today’s hearing which we want to go into with him. 
The reason he is not being excused, I m: ry say, Mr. Counsel, we have 
too much difficulty finding him when he is excused. Therefore, he 

vill consider himself under subpena. We will contact you when we 
want him. So the witness is instructed to get in touch with his law yer 
every few days so we can contact your lawyer. We are not going to 
have a marshal seare hing - over the countr vy. 

(Thereupon, at 12:33 p. m., the hearing was concluded.) 
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UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SENATE PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
INVESTIGATIONS OF THE COMMITTTE 
ON GOVERN MENT OPERATIONS, 
W whinagton. dD. ( 

The subcommittee met (pursuant to S. Res. 40, agreed to Janu- 
ary 30,1953) at 10: 30a. m., in room 318 of the Senate Office Building, 
Senator Everett Mc Kinley Dirksen presiding. 

P resent: Senator Jose] »h R. McC arthy, Repu blic an, Wi isconsin 
Senator Everett Me Tinta y Dirksen, Re public: an, Illinois. 

Present also: Francis P. Carr, executive director; Robert Jones 
assistant to Senator Potter. Ruth Young Watt, chief clerk. 

Senator Dirksen. Is Mr. John Lautner here? 

Mr. Lautner, would you take a seat, please, at the table, where the 
microphones are located 2? 

This is just a reminder, Mr. Lautner, that the oath was administered 
before, and the oath is still in effect, as you know. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN LAUTNER 


Mr. Lautner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dirxsen. We will wait until the photographers have fin 
ised. Mr. Lautner, while they are taking the pictures, you might for 
the record state your name and your present address and your oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. Lautner. My name is John Lautner, spelled L-a-u-t-n-e-r, and 
my mailing address is the Department of Justice, Criminal Division, 
room 2216. 

Senator Drrxsen. Mr. Lautner, where do you presently live? 

Mr. Lautner. In Washington, D. C. 

Senator Dirksen. And how long have you lived here ? 

Mr. Lautner. In and out of Washington, D. C. for the last 214 
years. Most of the time, Senator, I am on assignments. I spent some 
time on the west coast, in Hawaii, and in various parts of the United 
States. 

Senator Dirksen. But what was your permanent residence, for the 
most part # 

Mr. Lautner. My permanent residence? I have none. I have a 
mailing address. And the reason I haven’t got’ a permanent residence 
is the fact that my life was threatened, and that is a good reason why 
I shouldn’t have a permanent residence. 

31 
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Senator Dirksen. So, living under a fear of threat, you found that 
mobility and Moving about Was 1n the interest ot your personal 
ecurity / 

Mr. Laurnt r. It is an effective measure in my personal sec rity. 

Senator Dirksen. I wonder if you will pull those microphones up 
lust a little closer, so that all who may be interested can hear. 

How old are you 4 

Mir. Lautner. I am 51. 

Senator Dirksen, Are you married / 

Mr. Lautner. No. 

Senator Dirksen. And no family. Prioi to coming to Wash ngton, 

at was your principal occupation or your principal business / 

Mr. Laurner. I was a functionary of the Communist Party for ap- 
proximately 2U years. 

Senator Dirken. That began in what year ? 

Mr. Lautner. That began in 1930. 

Senator Dirksen. Are you presently a functionary of the Connnu- 

t Party ? 

Mr. Laurner. No. 

Senator Dirksen. Was that relationship terminated by your own 
olition, or in some other way ? 

Mr. Laurner. That relationship was terminated on the 17th of 
January 1950, in an article in the Daily Worker, which article in- 
formed the readers of that paper that I was an enemy agent in the 

uiks of the Communist Party. who protec ted FBI agents al d other 
enemy agents of the Communist Party, and that article was preceded 
ya so-called hearing in Cleveland, Ohio, in a cellar. 

Senator Dirksen. Who filed these charges against you that you had 
been a deviationist from the party line, as they say ? 

Mr. Lautner. Well, according to this article in the Daily Worker, it 
tated that it came to the attention of the national committee of the 
Communist Party that there were certain unusual circumstances per- 
taining to my activities in the Communist Party, and an investigative 
committee was set up by the national review commission of the party, 
of which I was a member, and without my knowledge, and this com- 

ttee found it to be a fact that I did protect enemy agents in the 
party. And on further investigation by this committee, it was also 


4 5 
revealed that I was an enemy agent of the Communist Party of long 


tal ding. 

Senator Dirksen. Was this in the nature of an informal trial 
through which you went after these charges were filed ? 

Mr. Lautner. I was not at any trial. I was lured down to Cleve- 
land, Ohio, and I found my self 

Senator Dirksen. You say vou were lured to Cleveland, Ohio? 

Mr. Laurner. That is correct. 

Senator Dirksen. Describe that just a bit better. 

Mr. Laurner. A few days before this Cleveland incident the 

itional treasurer of the Communist Party, a person by the name of 
Jack Kling, K-l-i-n-g, came down to the New York State offices of 
the Communist Party and asked the State chairman, Bob Thompson, 
for m\ release from the State organization to be assigned to a 


national task. 
Senator Dirksen. First of all, where is this headquarters that you 
refer to? 








~~ 
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Mr. Laurner. At 35 East 12th Street, in New York Cit 

Senator Dirksen. And who is this Bob Thompson that you refer to ¢ 

Mr. Laurner. Bob Thompson is a member of the national board 
of the Communist Party, one of the Communist leaders who were 
sentenced in the first trial in New York City, a fugitive, and recently 
yicked up in the high Sierras in California. 

Bob Thompson readily agreed, and I consented to the fact, that I 
will carry out an assignment for the national committee. This assign 
ment pertained to accelerating the preparations in Midwest to carry 
the party underground. I was in charge of this phase of work in 
New York City. And the Midwest was lagging behind. It sounded 
logical and plausible. I accepted the assignment. And when I went 
down to Cleveland I met Jack Kling in Cleveland, and we were sup 
posed to meet the person who was 1n charge of this work in Cleveland. 
Well, instead of meeting this person, I found myself that evening in 
a cellar, where I was accused of being everything under the sun in the 
eves of the Communist Party. I was stripped 

Senator Dirksen. This was, roughly, about when / 

Mr. Laurner. Well, the expulsion was on the 17th of January in 

ie Daily Worker, which was on a Tuesday in 1950, and this happened 
on the preceding Saturday night in Cleveland, Ohio. 

I was stripped stark naked. I was threatened that I will not cet 
out of there alive. They had butcher ene: They had revolvers. 
They had rubber hoses. They had a tape-recording machine there 
They were taking down everything that tr: ana over there on - ut 
tape-recording machine. They had a he detector, what they called 
a he detector. there. And I was questioned extensive ly peti my 
know ledge of the underground, who I spoke to ab mut the unc TOU! cl 
I was questioned about my Army record, who 1 was in contact with 
in Italy while I was there during the war, what was my relationship 
to those cle f¢ cTees who de fected 1h) the Hunea ian © oummiunist Party 
and were executed by the Hungarian Communist Party. 

lL was questioned extensively about who I hired in the defense 
office. I was questioned extensively on how I write my reports to the 
government agencies, particularly to the CIA. First I didn’t know 
what it meant, but later it dawned upon me that it meant the Central 
Intelligence Agency. I protested that all these accusations are ground 
less, that I am a loyal and devoted member and functionary of the 
party. But it didn’t mean anything there. I was asked who knew 
that I was in Cleveland, Ohio, at that time. I told them that I wrote 
my mother, who lives in Ohio, that I will be over the following day. 
And I also saw the predicament that I was in, and I injected Jack 
Kling’s name, that I h id left his name at the Cleveland Hotel desk. 

At that moment the whole atmosphere and situation changed in 
that place. They went upstairs in a huddle, and they came down about 
10 minutes later, and I was told not to look around in that cellar. 
I was told to keep my head down. I was told that this hearing will 
continue next day. 

I was given a cafeteria where I was to meet them at 11 o’clock on 
the following day. I was given back my clothing, piece by piece. 
They made a thorough search of every piece of garment I had on. 
They pulled a hat over my head and grabbed me by my arms, and 
after Shoo a 10 minute ride they dumped me in a factory section in 
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veland, Ohio. They told me to walk down the block and get a 
| on the other side of the street that will take me back downtown. 

I went next day to the appointed place. No one showed up. I 
went hor ie to see mv mother. ‘| he follow Ing Monday nig rht | took a 
train back to New York City. I picked up the Daily Worker. And I 
read of my expulsion in the paper. 


nator Dirksen. How many were present at this cellar meeting in 
( level |? 
Mr. LAUTNER. There were six peop le present. 
s tor Dirksen. Could you identify them ? 


Mr. Laurner. Yes. There was Jack Kling, the national treasurer 
of the Communist Party. 
senatol Dirks} N. How do you spell it ? 
Mr. Lautner. K-]l-i-n-g. And Joe Brandt, B-r-a-n-d-t, a party 
1} 


leader from Ohio. There was Saul Wellman, W-e-I-l-m-a-n, a party 


leader in Detrot, Mich., and formerly secretary of the National Review 
Commision of the Communist Party. The chauffeur who drove the 
to th e iwe—lI know his name now; I didn’t know it at that time. 


(nd there were two others, and I still don’t know who they are. They 
were bulky, bales bullies, speaking with a Slavic accent. That is all 
I know about those two. 

Senator Dirksen. And you learned about your expulsion from the 
party in the columns of the Daily Worker ? 

Mr. Lautner. That is correct. 

Senator Dirksen. Has it been the custom of the Daily Worker to 
carry news about the expulsion of high level members of the Commu- 
nist Party and functionaries? 

Mr. Laurner. The custom of the Daily Worker varied from time 
to time. In the 1930’s, the early 1930’s, when there was a security 

msciousness in the party, such expulsion notices did appear in the 
Daily Worker quite frequently, and also special bulletins were printed 
by the control commission, with pictures, and circulated in the party, 
to warn the party membership to increase their vigilance against these 

miiar elements. 

However, in the latter part of 1930, when Earl Browder, who was 
general secretary of the party, tried desperately to establish the re- 


snectabih It of th » Communist P ete in the public eye, this practice - 
well, it wasn’t entirely eliminated, but it was not as frequent. And 
from 1945 on. when the party was reconstituted, I think only on 


| or 2 occasions such expulsions ap pe: ared in the Daily Worker. 

Senator Dirksen. Did a notice of your expulsion appear anywhere, 
such as in any organ or publication of the Cominform ¢ 

Mr. Laurner. Yes: my expulsion appeared in the official organ of 
he Communist Information Bureau that is published in Bucharest, 
Rumania. 

Senator Dmxksen. You are 51 years old now, Mr. Lautner? 

Mr. Laurner. That is correct. 

enator Dirksen. When did you first join the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lavrner. I joined the Communist Party in 1929. : 

Senator ae ~. You were then 27 years old ? 

Mr. = rnek. Twenty-seven years old; that is correct. 

Sena : ie KSEN. What were your first duties and functions? 
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Mr. Laurner. When I joined? Well, when I joined the Commu 
nist Party, my duties were to attend meetings, to pay dues, and to 
accept assignments, and to study. 

Senator Dirksen. Those assignments, I take it. came from the top, 
by party leaders and committees and that sort of thing? 

“Mr. Laurner. Well, those assignments came to me, as a new mem 
ber of the Communist Party, by the branch or unit leadership of the 


party at that time. These were primary respons bilities of a Com 
munist Party member when he joins the party. He must be active 
| = ; — i as 

He must pay dues. And he must adhere to party discipline 


Senator Dirksen. From the time of your joining until your expul- 
sion, you were actually a card-carrying member of the party for a 
period of about 21 years # 

Mr. Lautner. From 1929 up to about the 7th of J inuary 1950, with 
the exe pt ion of the time I was inthe Armed Forces. 

Senator Dirksen. Now, how long were you in the Armed Forces? 

Mr. Lautner. I was inducted in 1942, in November, and I was dis- 
‘tharged in 1945, in June. So it was approximately 31 months, out of 
which I served 95 months overseas in the A frican and Italian theater 
of operations. 

Senator Dirksen. You were in the Army, or in the Navy? 

Mr. Lavurner. In the Army. I was in Psychological Warfare. I 
am a graduate of the War Department Military Intelligence School 
in Camp Ritchie, Md. 

Senator Dirksen. And what were your experiences in the Army 
when you were overseas? You say you were located in Italy and in 
Africa ? 

Mr. Lautner. I was assigned to AFHU. That isthe Allied Force 
Headquarters, in Algiers. I was in the monitoring section, and later 
on I was assigned to a field unit known as the Balkan Unit of PWB., 
Psychological Warfare Branch, where I was doing some monitoring. 
I was broadcasting to Hungary, and also writing leaflets, and a weekly 
paper that was distributed by the 15th Air Forces every time they 
went on a bombing mission to Hungary. 

Senator Dirksen. Were you commissioned, or were you an enlisted 
man ? 

Mr. Lautner. No: I was a noncommissioned officer. 

Senator Dirksen. What was your grade? 

Mr. Lautner. D-4. 

Senator Dmxksen. No; I mean were you a corporal, or a sergeant ? 

Mr. Laurner. I was a sergeant. 

Senator Drrxsen. In all the time you were in the Army, you were an 
active member of the Communist Party in good standing? 

Mr. Lautner. While I was in the Army, I was not a Communist 
Party member in good standing, because the party had a decision. 
Earl Browder made a decision with the central committee at that time 
that all those party members who are inducted into the Armed Forces 
are released from all their party obligations. In order to avoid any 
misunderstanding or any difficulties with the war effort at that time, 
that was. 

Senator Dirksen. Did that mean the forfeiture of your membership 
card in the Communist Party or not ? 

Mr. Lautner. I had no membership card while I was in the Army. 


( 
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Senator Dirksen. But in your heart and in your mind, you were 
still a Communist ? 

Mr. Laurner. I was a Communist 

Senator Dirksen. Was that matter disclosed or revealed to the 
military authorities at the time you went into the Army 4 

Mr. Lautner. I was never asked whether I was a member of the 
Communist Party. I was asked what political affiliations I had 
that time, and I think I stated that I was a member of the American 
Labor Party in New York. I stated also that I read the Daily Worker. 
I also stated that I was a secret: iry of the International Workers Order, 
Hungarian section, at that time, which was true. 

Senator Dirksen. Now, because an what attributes, or under what 
circumstances, were you assigned to psychological warfare in Italy 
and in the Balkan area? Was it ‘chad se of the language, or skill, 
cr talent ¢ 

Mr. Lautner. Language, skill, and also the fact that I was at 
that time for half a year or so an executive for an insurance organi 
zation, which involved investigative work, et cetera. 

Senator Dirksen. Did you deal with confidential matters in your 
capacity as a sergeant in the Psychological Warfare Branch 4 

Mr. Lautner. Well, the confidential matters that I dealt with 
were our daily report, that was compiled on the basis of our work, 
information pertaining to enemy r: adio broadcasts, et cetera. That 
was the only document that we produced every day while I was in 
the monitoring section. And these documents were relayed to FHQ 
and also to London and Washington. 

senator Dirks! N. What languages do you read and speak ? 

Mr. Lautner. I write in English and Hungarian. 

Senator Dirksen. You said you were a functionary of the Commu- 
nist Party, with your offices at the headquarters building, 35 West 
12th Street, was it? 

Mr. Laurner. East 12th Street. 

Senator Dirksen. East 12th Street, in New York City. 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. Now, describe briefly what is a functionary, and 
just what is the meaning of the term, “functionary of the Commu- 
nist Party”? 

Mr. Laurner. Well, shortly after I joined the Communist Party, 
in 1929, I was selected to attend a national training school that was 
organized in New York at that time. I was a student in that school. 
That school was a 4-month school held every day, a quite extensive 
school. And after graduation, I got a full-time assignment as a 
party organizer in Detroit, Mic’ 

Senator Dirksen. How much pay did you get for that work? 

Mr. Laurner. Supposedly, I was supposed to get $25 a week. 

Senator Dirksen. And expenses / 

Mr. Laurner. Well, whatever expenses were involved, we always 
got. But in those days we did not get our full pay, and sometimes 
we didn’t get paid for a long time. Those were years of depression. 

Senator Dirksen. So you were variously a field organizer, a unit 
worker, and so forth? 

Mr. Laurner. When I was in Detroit, I was secretary of the Hun- 
garian district of the Communist Party there and also secretary 
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of the control commission of the Michigan district of the Commu 
nist Party. And then I left Detroit. 1 was reassigned to Canada. 
I published a weekly Communist paper in Canada and edited a Com- 
munist paper there, and also was the national bureau secretary of 
the Hungarian bureau of the Communist Party of Canada. 

Senator Dirksen. And you were located where in Canada? 

Mr. Laurner. At the beginning in Hamilton. Then a reorganiza 
tion took place, and later on I was in Toronto, Ontario. When I came 
back from there, after about 11 months, I got assigned to Cleveland, 
Ohio, as district bureau secretary of the Hungarian National Bureau 
of the Communist Party there, and also as one of the editors of the 
Hungarian Communist Daily in Cleveland, Ohio. 

I was there for a year or so, and I came to New York. I was 
assigned temporarily to the district language department of the Com 
munist Party of New York, and later on I got an assignment as a 
section organizer of the Communist Party in New York. And in 
April 1936 I was appointed district organizer of the Communist Party 
in the State of West Virginia. I was there from 1936, April, until 
the end of 1940. Then I got reassigned again. I went into the na 
tional training school of the Communist Party again in 1941, in the 
spring. After that 1 was put on the nationality groups commission 
of the Communist Party. 

Senator Dirksen. To go back just a minute, were you in West 
Virginia for 4 years ? 

Mr. Lautner. From 1936, April, to the end of 1940. 

Senator Dirksen. And your headquarters were where? 

Mr. LaurNer. Charleston, W. Va. 

Senator Dirksen. And your particular duties were to organize, 
there ? 

Mr. Laurner. My particular duties were to give leadership to the 
party in West Virginia, to build the party over there in the coal indus 
try particularly and the chemical industry there, and to build front 
organizations m the party, particularly the International Workers 
Order, and also to build the circulation of the party publications and 
the party press. 

Senator Dirksen. So then you went back to New York, and there 
you became head of the nation: ilities grou p? 

Mr. Laurner. No; the head of the nationalities group commission 
Was a person by the name of Avrom Landy. 

Senator Dirksen. How do you spell it ? 

Mr. Laurner. L-a-n-d-y. I was a member of that commission, and 
also was appointed as the national secretary of the Hungarian Bureau 
of the Communist Party. And in 1942, in the spring, also, in addi- 
tion to these functions, I was assigned as the national secretary of the 
Hungarian section of the International Workers Order, with 12,000 
membership, up to the time I was inducted into the Army. 

[ came back in 1945, in June. I went back to the nationality groups 
commission of the Communist Party and was national bureau secre- 
tary of the Communist Party. When the party, after the reconstitu- 
tion convention, unfolded a three-pronged program to reorganize the 
party, to reeducate and reindoctrinate the party, and to lay down a 
concentration policy, 1 took in this work. I was an industrial party 
organizer in New York in the building trades for awhile, and then 
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for awhile also in the concentration region in New York, the water- 
front. And in 1947, in May, I was ap ypointed as the head of the New 
York State review commission of the Communist Party. I functioned 
In that capacity up until the time I left the party. In addition to 
that, in 1948, in September, after “ek 1948 convention, I was also 
appointed to the national review commission of the Commui ‘ist Party. 

Senator Dirksen. Now, then, you were head of the review commis- 
sion of the Communist Party for the State of New York? 

Mr. Laurner. That is correct. 

Senator Dirksen. That is the highest title that you held? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. And what were your duties there, as chairman 
of the review commission 2 

Mr. Lautner. The role and function of the review commission was 
to safeguard the Marxist-Leninist purity of the party, vigilantly 
safeguard it. 

Senator Dirksen. By that you mean the elimination of deviation- 
ists, I suppose ¢ 

Mr. Laurner. To eliminate, to ferret out, to seek out, all possible 
deviations, deviationists, in the ranks of the party; to carry out in- 
vestigations in relation to such deviations; to review disciplinary cases 
in the party that were processed on the lower levels: and also to keep 
an eye on all these so-called groupings, splinter groups, around the 
party, that attacked the party, either from the left or from the right, 
to keep files on their literature, on their statements, and so forth. 

Senator Dirksen. Did you have a staff to perform this work ¢ 

Mr. Laurner. I didn’t have a permanent staff, but I had a lot of 
people at my disposal to carry out one or another phase of these 
activities. 

Senator Dirksen. Now, in connection with this safeguarding oper- 
ation, did that include, of course, safeguarding the headquarters in 
New York? 

Mr. Laurner. Well, that physical aspect of giving the amplest 
amount of security for the building, as such. 

Senator Dirksen. This is the building located at 35 East 12th 
Street ? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. How big a building is this? 

Mr. Lautner. That is a 9-story building, which extends from 12th 
Street to 13th Street, and it is about 40 feet wide. 

Senator Dirksen. Who owns the building? 

Mr. Laurner. That building, to my knowledge, is owned by the 
Ohrbach Corp., and it is leased to the 35 East 12th Street Building 
Corp., headed by Kelner. 

Senator Dirksen. By who? 

Mr. Laurner. Kelner, K-e-]l-n-e-r. 

Senator Dirksen. Now, then, did the Communist Party lease all 
this space in this building? 

Mr. Laurner. The Communist Party, as such, leased certain floors. 

Senator Dirksen. How many floors? 

Mr. Lautner. The New York coun ity organization of the Communist 
Party had a floor; the New York State organization of the Commu- 
nist Party had a floor; and the national committee of the Communist 
Party also had a floor. 
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Now, besides the party organizations, as such, the Daily Worker, 
the official organ of the Communist Party, had two floors. The Frei- 
heit, the Morning Freiheit, the Jewish organ of the Communist Party, 
had also a floor. The bookshop had a floor. And then there were the 
linotypes, printing machines, in the basement the presses; and Politi- 
cal Affairs had offices up there; and various temporary commissions 
from time to time. 

Senator Dirksen. So all the space in the building was utilized for 
communistic purposes ? 

Mr. Lautner. That is correct. 

Senator Dirksen. And what was your duty with respect to that 
building ? 

Mr. Laurner. Well, to see to it that the building has the utmost 
security at night, that no uninvited elements come into the building 
or go through the building or have access to the various offices in the 
building. Extensive measures were taken in that direction by heavy 
iron screens, et cetera, and a clock system, night watchmen; and in 
the daytime there was an eye kept to see who comes into the building, 
what elements come into the building. In critical periods, to give 
speci ul safeguard to the building by assloning 40, 50, and sometimes 
more people to be in the building, like around May 1, or when the 
American Legion convention was held in New York. 

Well, these were, in the main, the measures that were taken as far as 
building security was concerned. 

Senator Dirksen. How many people were in and out of that build- 
ing in the course of the day, would you say, average ? 

Mr. Laurner. Well, that building was like a factory. I would say 
about a thousand people, on the average, those that work in there and 
those that came in and out during the day. 

Senator Dirksen. What is your estimate of the membership of the 
Communist Party at the present time? 

Mr. Laurner. Senator, I disassociated myself from the Communist 
Party since 1950. I can give you an exact estimate for 1950. I don't 
know what it is now. 

Senator Dirksen. What would it have been in 1950? 

Mr. Lavurner. In 1950, it was approximately 60,000 paper mem- 
bership. The reason I say paper membership is because in an organi- 
zation of this sort there is a lot of fluctuation, lagging beh: saa in dues 
payments, et cetera. Of the 60,000, New York had a paper member 
ship of 30,000, the New York State Organization, about half of the 
party membership. 

Senator Dirksen. As a part of your responsibility for the security 
of this building, you used to see people come and go, and I suppose 
your mind registered faces pretty well. 

Mr. Lautner. That was part of my work. 

Senator Dirxsen.* Mr. Lautner, I want to send up to you here a 
little picture, and I want to see whether you may recognize the 
individual in question. 

Mr. Lautner. Yes: I have seen this person in the party building 

Senator Dirksen. Where have you seen her? 

Mr. Lautner. At 35 East 12th Street. 

Senator Dirksen. Would you know her by name? 

Mr. Laurner. I did know her name; ves. 
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Senator Dirksen. You would know her name now / 

Mr. Lautner. Walters. 

Senator Dirksen. Doris Walters: does that register with you ! 

Mr. Lat rNER. It doesn’t. but I know the tace. I know this person 
was in the party building on numerous occasions in 1947 and 1948. 

Senator Dirksen. How many people wo uld come for anything other 
than party business to that building in the course of the day? 

Mr. Laurner. Very few. Very few. And even there I would 
qualify it. Peop le who would v0 into the Daily Worker business 
oflice to place an ad in the paper, or some—well, we called them crack- 
pots, who come up to the party building and start arguments over 
there. But that h: appe ned ve ry occ aslon: ally, very seldom. 

Outside of that, I would say about 98 percent that come into that 
building come in on party business. Also I would also qualify here 
that some of the workmen who work in that building as printers are 
not in the party. They cet their livelihood because that was their 
union assignment over there. And we had a lot of difficulties with 
some of these people, too. 

Senator Dirksen. So you think you recognize this particular 
individual as having been a freq\ lent visitor to he racdqui irters there 

Mr. Laurner. That is correct. 

Senator Dirksen. And could you imagine any other business than 
party business that might bring such a person to the building? 

Mr. Laurner. I cannot. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Lautner, after 21 years of experience in the 
Communist Party as a high functionary, and having gone to the in- 
doctrination schools from time to time, I assume you became thor- 
oughly familiar with the objectives and purposes of the party and 
What its main burden of attack was upon America, in order to en- 
hance its strength and its influence in this country ¢ 

Mr. Laurner. That is correct, Senator: and that is one of my major 
functions in the last few years, to show just exactly this, in the Smith 
Act cases. 

Senator Dirksen. Well, tell us about that. 

Mr. Lautner. We had cases so far that were processed and con- 
cluded in New York. I appeared in the second trial, in Baltimore, in 
los Angeles, in Honolulu, in Pittsburgh, where cases were concluded. 
I also appeared in Seattle, where cases are still pending. And my 
primary task is to show the aims and objectives of the party, how it 
none in the United States over here. 

nator Dirksen. A little while ago you me Nntione d the org: anization 
of the waterfront workers, with which you had something to do. Was 
that regarded asa sensitive, or a key objective for the Communists, and 
were there other objectives of a similar kind where infiltration and 
penetration was to take place ? 

Mr. Lautner. The primary objectives, the primary aim, of the 
Communist Party, is to bring about a situation where the Communist 
Party has a decisive influence in the basic industries, such as, first of 
all, the raw-material industries, and the heavy-equipment industries, 
steel, metal, and so forth, and in the transportation and communica- 
tion system of the country. Once the party has that decisive influence 
in the industrial production of the Nation, the party is in a position 
where it has met one of the preconditions that is necessary for the 
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successful overthrow of the system and the Government. The other 
condition is beyond the control of the party. That is a crisis or a war 
or a similar situation, where the Government apparatus is not in full 
control of the situation. When these two conditions are given, these 
objective and subjective conditions are given, then the situation is ripe 
for a successful revolution. 

Senator Dirksen. Now, that statement, I suppose, is made, first, 
upon your knowledge of the theory of the Communist — y, and 
second, upon your field organization activities in West Virginia, Ohio, 
Michigan, New York, and elsewhere. You say it is the semana ion of 
the basic industries of the country, of which you have named some. 

Mr. Lautner. Well, that statement is based on my study ane my 
work in the Communist Party in 20 years; the basic aims and objec- 
tives of the party, the ves itegy and objectives that the party employs, S 
and its tactical maneuvering from time to time, in order to make the 
most of any given situation in a given period. 

Senator Dirksen. Now, Mr. Lautner, what activities, if any, did you 
have or did the party have, activities with which you are familiar, 
that relate to international organizations / 

Mr. Laurner. Well, first of all, I know that the party was part, a 
section, of the Communist International in ~ 1930's; that leaders 
of the American Communist Party, like William Z. Foster, Ear] 
Browder, Gil Green, Bob Minor, and others, were oflicials, oflicers, of 
the Communist International. 

Senator Dirksen. No, I was thinking more pachioulanty about inter- 
national organizations to which the United States is a member o1 
signatory and organizations that are operated in this country. 

Mr. Laurner. Oh, I see. Well, the party was interested in all mani 
festations of human relationship. Therefore the party was intereste =" 
in international organizations that functioned in this country, like, 
for instance, the United Nations. ‘The party was also interested 3 
maintaining relationship and contact with various other parties in 
this period. In fact, shortly after the formation of the Communist 
Information Bureau, the two leaders of the Russian Communist Party 
stressed the need and necessity to maintain that kind of a relationship, 
to exchange opinions, views, and experiences, between the variot 
parties. And these two leaders of the Russian Communist Party 
who made such statements were, first, Zhadanov, who died later on, and 
George Malinkoyv, who is presently the head of the Russian Govern 
ment. The statements were made to the party congress, the Russian 
Party Congress, following shortly after the reformation of the Com 
munist Information Bureau, and Malinkov very clearly and em- 
phatically stated in his report there that such contacts and exchanges 
of views and information and experiences must be established in order 
to be successful, to avoid mistakes by the various parties. 

So from this point of view, I can see the U. N. as an organization 
would be a very nice ground, a very amicable ground, where such 
exchange of views and relationships could be made within the scope 
of discussing the United Nations problems. 

Senator Dirksen. Well, now, as of your knowledge, how, if at all, 
did this relationship work out, or this activity on the part of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lautner. With reference to my knowledge, I know while I 
was in the party, Joe Starobin, S-t-a-r-o-b-i-n, was assigned by the 
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party as a liaison to the United Nations, and at the same time he 
functioned as the foreign editor of the Daily Worker. I also know 
that, for instance, when Steve Nelson was head of the Nationality 
Groups Commission of the Communist Party, of which I was a 
member at that time, he also had contact with people out at the United 
Nabbed And Talso know the fact that on at least tw y occasions dele- 
gate who eame to the United Nations conferences from foreign 
countries were invited to 85 Bast 12th Street, to the party headquarters, 
to: give: ledtarés‘on specifit: groblem: pertaining to that particular 
period. One instance was when a delegate, a French delegate, and one 
of the editors of Humanité, wave a lecture at 35 East 12th Street on 
: is of the French Communist Party in relation to the 
ation 1 Indochina. 
Senator Dirksen. Was he an act recited delegate to the U. N.? 
Mr. Laurner. I don’t know. All I know is that he was introduced 
‘ ne of the delegates to the United Nations meeting at that time. 
Ty \\ in 1947. Tater. I think. as late as 1949, an Indian delegate 
was also introduced to party leaders in one of these get-togethers, 
wa Lictuve om the problem that the Indian Communist 
Party is faced with as far as the dissemi ation of propaganda is con- 
cerned, because of the extremely high rate of illiteracy in India. And 


prol len 


he showed numerous examples of novel but simple things in which way 
D1 eanda was conveved to illiterate masses in India, and effectively. 
‘ Dirksen. Were these lectures held at Communist head 
( ! N ‘ 7. l f 
Mr. Lacrner. At Communist headquarters at 35 East 12th Street, 
dw: sponsored by the educational commission of the Commu- 


nist Party, New York State organization. 

Senator Dirksen. Were these meetings publicized ? 

Mr. Laurner. No: these meetings were not. These meetings were 
or invited party leaders only. They were small meetings. At 
either meeting I don’t think there we ‘e more than 30 people. 


Senator Dirksen. Would an invited cuest of a foreign country who 


W a delegate, either accredited or unaccredited, here, know that 
he was addressing a Communist group, when he was invited to 35 


M LAUTNI Definite] ves 

Senator Dirxsen. Would there be any doubt as to whether he 
would know? 

Mr. Laurwer. They were part) leaders in th ir respective countries. 

Senator Dirksen. So they were invited. then. to come there. 


Lautner. That is correct. 


‘ 
Senator Dirksen. What interest would the Communist Partv have 
n placing people in the U. N. in any capacity ? . 

Mr. Laurner. As I stated before, Senator, it was desirable to ex- 
change views, opinions, and ¢ xperiences between the various parties, 
and I think the United Nations Organization and that whole setup 
is just the right place for that kind of an exchange of experiences, 
opinions, Instructions, or whatever bothers party leaders from one 
ide o1 the other. : 

Senator Dirksen. Was that work always under the direction of 
the man you have just named Mr. Joseph Starobin ? 

Mr. Laurner. I wouldn’t know. I know-Joe Starobin was at one 
time the liaison between the United Nations and the party. 
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Senator Dirxsen. Is he any longer? 

Mr. Lautner. He is somewhere in Europe now. I don’t know 
where he is now. He left the country in 1949, or thereabouts. 

Senator Dirksen. He left on his pwn volition, or by invitation? 

Mr. Lautner. By his own volition. 

Senator Dirksen. Oh, yes. You say he was designated to be the 
liaison man between the party and the U. N.? 

Mr. Lautner. I assumed that, in a discussion when some problems 
pertaining to the United Nations were raised, and Betty Gannet said 
that “This has to be taken up with Joe Starobin, because that is part 
of his work.” 

Senator Dirksen. Did you know Joe Starobin ? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. Are you familiar with his activities? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. As of knowledge ? 

Mr. Lautner. As of knowledge and also as of personal experience 
with him. In fact, lL took issue with him on a number of occasions 
and corrected him on his deviations. 

Senator Dimxsen. His deviations? 

Mr. Lautner. That is correct. 

Senator Dirksen. So he was slightly suspect, too, at times? 

Mr. Laurner. That is correct. This happened somewhere around 
1945, December or so, where he had a false, misleading evaluation of 
the role of the new democracies, in his characterization and conclusions 
as to an electron campaign in Hungary. And he accepted the correc 
tion publicly in the Daily Worker, or I think it was printed in the 
Daily Worker. 

Senator Dirksen. As far as you know, how far back did Mr. Staro- 
bin’s activities go in that field? You said he was assigned to be the 
haison man with U.N. 

Mr. LAutner. I know Joe Starobin to be a journalist. When I was 
district organizer in West Virginia, at that time he was editor of the 
Daily Worker in Washington, D. C., over here for a while. From 
here he was called in to New York, and he worked himself up to be the 
foreign editor of the Daily Worker. 

Senator Dirksen. So in that capacity he had to familiarize himself 
with these developments in the international field ¢ 

Mr. Lautner. He was the specialist for t 
fields. 

Senator Dirksen. Insofar as you know, and I always like to have 


the party in 


this tied to knowledge if at all possible, where did he go when he left 
the United States? 
Mr. Lautner. I think he was in Europe. He was in France for a 


while. Where he went from there I don’t know. I don’t know where 
he is now. I don’t know where he has been for the last 3 years at 
least. I read some articles recently where he was down in Indochina, 
where he interviewed the Communist leaders down there who are fight 
ing the Viet-Nam and the French forces over there. So he was behind 
the Iron Curtain there, and his articles appeared in the Worker. This 
was only recently, about a month or 2 months ago. 

Senator DirrksEN. You mentioned the party’s interest in the U. N. 
Would you care to particularize as of knowledge a little more and tell 
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us what those activities consisted of and tell us whether they included 
any infiltration, if it could be accomplished, of any U. N. personnel 
at any level ? 

Mr. Lavurner. From my personal knowledge, I only know the fact 
that one of the top speed stenographers of the party, a person by the 
name of Eugene Wallach, was employed by the United Nations also 
in that capacity, and by the Secretariat, while at the same time he was 
part of my security apparatus in the New York Security Organiza- 
tion. 

Senator Dirksen. Did you say a “key stenographer” / 

Mr. Laurner. A speed stenographer. He works one of these 
indicating |. 

Senator Dirksen. Oh, I see. A stenotype. 

Mr. Laurner. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. And one highly qualified, who could take dicta- 
tionata speedy rate ¢ 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. Because I know he was taking stenography 
at party conventions. 

Senator Dirksen. A man; not a woman ¢ 

Mr. Laurner. A man. 

Senator Dirksen. And how do you spell the name / 

Mr. Laurner. Eugene W-a-l-l-a-c-h. 

Senator Dirksen. Eugene Wallach. Was he a member of the party 
insofar as you know ¢ 

Mr. Laurner. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. And VOu say he did chores and secretarial work 
at the party conventions? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. And he is located where now / 

Mr. Laurner. I don’t know. To my last knowledge, I think he 
was with the United Nations in a technical capacity in the Secretariat, 
and he lived somewhere in Brooklyn. 

Senator Dirksen. Would you know when he went there, and 
whether he is still there? 

Mr. Laurner. I don’t know. 

Senator Dirksen. You are speaking now as of knowledge? 

Mr. Laurner. Knowledge. 

The Caiman. Did I understand you to say that he was part of 
your security apparatus while he was working at the U. N.? 

Mr. Laurner. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. In other words, he was part of the Communist 
Party’s security apparatus while he was with the U. N.? 

Mr. Laurner. That is correct. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Lautner, do you know a man by the name of Joel 
Remes, R-e-m-e-s / 

Mr. Laurner. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. Do you know of your own knowledge whether he is a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Laurner. Yes; to my own knowledge he is a high official of 
the Communist Party for a number of years, and I had very close 
personal knowledge of him, particularly since 1946. He was one of 
the party functionaries at 35 East 12th Street for the national com- 
mittee of the Communist Party. His associates were Eugene Dennis 
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and John Williamson, Max Weiss, V. J. Jerome, and other leaders 
of the national committee. He was one of the associate editors or 
assistant editors of Political Affairs. 

Mr. Carr. This Political Affairs, Mr. Lautner—is this a Commu- 
nist publication ? 

Mr. Laurner. Political Affairs is the official theoretical organ of 
the Communist Party. 

Mr. Carr. And he was an assistant editor of that publication? 

Mr. Lautner. That is correct. And Joel, J-o-e-l, Remes, R-e-m-e-s, 
brother, Andrew Remes, is also a high party official, was a section 
organizer in New York, a district organizational secretary in Seattle, 
Wash., a district organizer in Wisconsin, a party leader in Ohio. In 
1949, on numerous occasions, we worked together in the preparations 
in taking the party underground. I had the New York State assign- 
ment, and he was called in from Wisconsin to carry out similar activi- 
ties for the national leadership. That is Joel’s brother. 

Mr. Carr. Andrew ? 

Mr. Lautner. Right. They are trusted and devoted party leaders 
of long standing. 

Mr. Carr. Would you know where Andrew Remes is now, of your 
own knowledge ? 

Mr. Lautner. I don’t know. 

Mr. Carr. To get back to Joel Remes, now: Joel Remes was con- 
nected with youth in some way in the New York organization of the 
Communist Party? 

The CHairMAN. May I interrupt, Frank? I think the record should 
show that Remes is now working at the United Nations, if that isn’t 
in the record up to this point. 

Mr. Carr. To get back to the question, Joel Remes was connected 
in some way with the youth movement of the Communist Party. Do 
you know what his position was ? 

Mr. Lautner. If he had any connection with the youth movement 
of the Communist Party, it was in an advisory capacity. Because he 
is not a youth any more, in the first place. And the person in charge 
of youth work for the party was Betty Gannet, the assistant organiza- 
tional secretary of the Communist Party, and the head of the youth 
organization was Leon Wofsy, W-o- f-s- y, on a national se: ale, and 
for the New York State or ganization it was a different person. I don’t 
recall his name at the second. But it wasn’t Joel Remes. If he had 
any connection with the youth movement, it was in an advisory 

capacity. His main function was on political affairs, in the last years 
that I know of, and in preparation of curriculums and outlines for the 
national training school, working very closely with George Siskind, 
who was the director of national cadres for the Communist Party. 

Mr. Carr. Now, a man of his importance in the Communist Party 
would not defect unless there was some reason for it, would you say ? 
A man of his importance ¢ 

Mr. Laurner. A man of his importance—if he would defect, you 
would have notice of it. In the Daily Worker he would be publicly 
exposed. He is a party initiate. He is a party leader of long stand- 
ing. And if he is in the United Nations, as I heard, then he is there 
on a party assignment. 

And I recall : again the reports of Zhdanov and Malinkov, the need 
and necessity to establish working relationships between the various 
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parties. And if he is in there—I assume, I am not certain, but I 
assume—that is the role he is playing in there. 

Mr. Carr. Well, if he were associated with a delegation of one of 
the Iron Curtain countries, what, from your experience as Communist 
Party leader, would you estimate his assignment would be? 

Mr. Laurner. Well, that would even “strengthen this assumption, 
that he is there on an assignment and in a key position, to convey 
liaison between the various parties behind the Iron Curtain and the 
American party. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Lautner, having been a very a fune- 
tionary of the Communist Party for some 20 years, and now having 
broken with the party, perhaps you might like to give us your idea 
on how this country can best combat the ( ‘ommunist conspiracy from 
within this country. In other words, what do you think can be done 
to hurt the party most, to destroy it most rapidly ? 

Mr. Lautner. Well, Senator, I haven’t got any fixed and hard 
remedies or formulations, but I know this. To illegalize the party, to 
outlaw the party—this group is flexible, quick, and alert enough to 
immediately reform under a different name. And because of the 
constitutional and legal manner in which we deal with this problem, it 
would create new and untold difficulties for the law enforcement and 
lawmaking agencies of the Government. I think the Smith Act is an 
effective act. But I think there is a need for more aggressiveness and 
more trials and cases of this sort. 

Because what happened up to now—in my estimation there are 
about 1,500 party leaders, from section organizers up, who can stand 
on their own anywhere and estimate a situation and can begin to 
develop party activities and party work. Now, in face of that, the 
Smith Act cases so far have indicated not even a hundred party 
leaders. So it is a good beginning, but it falls far short of the require- 
ments of the present situation. 

The other aspect that is more important is to show the fallacy of 
their propaganda, the catch phrases that they use in exploiting the 
situation, and always tie it up with the imperialistic aims of the 
Soviet Union. Because essentially the party follows the policies of 
the Soviet Government over here. 

The CrarrMan, In other words, you think the Smith Act is ef- 
fective, but it should be used to greater effect. 

Mr. Lautner. More effectively. 

The Cuairman. You feel that more indictments and prosecutions 
under the Smith Act would injure the party seriously ? 

Mr. Lavrner. It would cut off, first of all, the most articulate sec- 
tions of the party. It would incapacitate them. And it would tend 
to disorganize leadership in the party. Because in my experience of 
20 years, I don’t think that two-thirds of the party membership know 
what it is all about. They are emotionally attached to the party. 
They are not conscious professional revolutionary Marxist-Leninists. 

The Cuamman. I gather that you feel that a mere outlawing of the 
party would not hurt the party much, because you feel they could 
reform under a different name, could go underground. Is that cor- 
rect ¢ 

Mr. Laurner. They could reform under a different name entirely. 
Then their legal machinery would have to go to work on that aspect. 
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In the meantime, they would have the underground party all along. 
And the underground party would function. The legal aspect of the 
party is Just a skirmish on the surface. ‘The underground party was 
organized in 1948, and it is functioning. I mean, events prove that. 

The Cnarreman. How much would you say the party has been dam- 
aged by the exposure of the Communist fronts, so that it is more dif_i- 
cult to get well meaning dupes to join those fronts / 

Mr. Lautner. At this moment we cannot estimate the damage that 
was done. Damage was done all right. But until the full scope of the 
activities of these front organizations is revealed through hearings 
and shown to the American public, until then I don’t think we can 
have an evaluation of the full scope of the damage that was done to 
these front organizations. 

The CHarrmMan. Frank, one of the members of the press has asked 
that we make clear which of the Remes is in the U. N. That is Joel 
Remes; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Right. 

The Cuarrman. That is Joel Remes. And he is, to the best of our 
information, employed by the Polish delegation. Is that correct? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

The CHarrman. And he is an American national. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Lautner, since you have broken with the party, 
or I believe commencing about 10 months after you broke with the 
party, you have been used as a witness in some of the Smith Act trials. 
You have been in executive session before Senate committees. You 
have been, I understand, working with the FBI, giving them a great 
wealth of information about the workings of the party and the names 
of people in the party. Would you say it is a safe statement to make 
that the FBI has done more to harass and injure the Communist Party, 
make it more difficult for them to work, than any other unit in our 
Government ¢ 

Mr. Lautner. That is a very safe statement to make, and I under- 
line it time and again. The Bureau is doing a terrific job. 

The CHamman. And is it correct that you know from your own 
knowledge while you were in the party that one of the principal hates 
of the Communist Party was the FBI under J. Edgar Hoover? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes; they are called the Gestapo, and similar names, 
and the “Three O’Clock Knock on the Door,” and all kinds of insinua- 
tions, slanders, and innuendoes. Wherever there is a possibility or a 
chance, the FBI is panned by the Communist Party in its propaganda. 

The Cuarrman. And am I correct in this: That they perhaps hate 
J. Edgar Hoover more than any other man alive at this time? 

Mr. Lavrner. T hey do hate him. There is no doubt about it. And 
may I also say this: They also hate Senator Joseph McCarthy. 

The yearn AN. I assumed they did not love me. 

Would you care to go into the operations of the party in some 
greater deti de so far as the U. N. is concerned? What priority did 
the party give to this infiltration of the U. N.? 

Mr. Laurner. That is an important inner function, in order to 
keep the party well versed as to the thinking of the various other 
party representatives that are here from behind the Iron Curtain. 

“heir comments and their suggestions and their instructions are taken. 








48 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION AMONG ARMY CIVILIAN WORKERS 


And I again refer back to the statements of Malenkov and Zhdanov, 
way back soon after the formation of the Communist Information 
Bureau, that that was a long-felt need by the Russian Communist 
Party—to establish that kind of a relationship. And this U. N. setup 
is perfect for that. 

The Cuamman. Let me ask you this: Not referring to any specific 
act of espionage, to your knowledge, was the U. N., or were the Com- 
munists in the U. N., used for the purpose of making that a vehicle 
for espionage ¢ 

Mr. Laurner. I just can’t see it. There are no secrets in the U. N. 
The overall documents are practically public. The only thing I can 
really see is exchange of opinions, documents, et cetera. If there is 
espionage, that could be also channeled through there. 

The CuarrmMan. But as far as I understand you, there would be no 
occasion for stealing of secrets from the U. N., because everything is 
public property of all the members of the U. N., so that there would 
be no occasion for espionage within the organization ? 

Mr. Laurner. As such. But there could be eavesdropping and 
sounding out and listening in cloakrooms and in privacy to what peo- 
ple are talking about, what their mind is, and relaying such informa- 
tion, which is a form of espionage. 

The CuarrmMan. Let me ask you this: Did the Communists in the 
U. N. use that organization as a base of operations outside of the 
U.N.? Do you follow me on that? 

Mr. Lautner. I do follow you, Senator, but I just can’t say. I have 
no knowledge of that. 

The CHairMan. What would be the purpose, the principal purpose, 
of attempting to place Communists in the various delegations? Would 
it be to affect the policy of the U. N.? 

Mr. Laurnrer. That is right; to carry out a policy that was worked 
out. An understanding technical staff makes the task of the organ- 
ization so much easier. 

The Cramman. We are not going to give any list of names here 
in this public session. Is it correct that you have been working with 
the FBI, that you have been giving them a list of the names of the 
members of the Communist Party, those you knew to be Communists? 

Mr. Laurner. I gave the FBI descriptions and information per- 
taining to Communist Party members that they asked me about, 
particularly party leaders. That is as far as T went. 

The Cuarmman. Did you know an Edward Lamb, a lawyer from 
Toledo, Ohio, when you were active in the Communist Party? 

Mr. Laurner. I knew of Edward Lamb, and he was held in very 
high esteem in the leadership of the Communist Party. Whether he 
was a party member or not, I don’t know. 

The Cuairman. In other words, you never met him personally. 
You do not know whether he was a member. But vou know he was 
held in very high esteem by the Communists. 

Mr. Lautner. As an attorney in Toledo, Ohio. 

The Cuatrman. And do they consider him of great value to the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Laurner. He was so considered. 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Lautner, earlier in the hearings you mentioned that 
certain priorities were attached to heavy industry, light industry, raw 
materials, and other strategic areas. I wonder if you would tell the 
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committee what other priorities were assigned, and to what areas 
these priorities were attached. 

Mr. Laurner. There were no other priorities. Everything else, 
every other activity, was relegated to this major objective of the party. 

Just to give you an example, a party leader, if he had an assign- 
ment, if he was sent out to a State, had certain control tasks to per- 
form. These control tasks were spelled out. And no matter what 
he did or how successful his work was in terms of building the party, 
in terms of building the circulation of the party press, if he didn’t 
carry out his control tasks, he was a failure. The control tasks re- 
volved around concentration and penetration into the basic industries. 

Now, in that sense one can see the importance of this activity or 
that activity. But all activity is guided by this basic idea: If I do 
this or if I do that, in what way will this bring me closer to the real- 
ization of a successful revolution? Every problem is relegated to 
this key idea. 

The CHatirMan. May I interrupt? Ruth tells me some of the 
members of the press would like to have Edward Lamb identified. 
More thoroughly, Edward Lamb is a lawyer from Toledo, Ohio. He 
is the man whom Congressman Sutton discussed the other day and 
condemned because of his Communist activities. Congressman 
Sutton was discussing him, as the press may recall, in connection with 
the proposal that he be made treasurer of the Democratic National 
Committee. Does that identify him properly ? 

Senator Goldwater, would you like to join us? 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Lautner, I would assume, then, on the basis of what 
you have just told us, that it would be essential to the Communist con- 
spiracy in this country to perhaps give a little closer attention to 
transportation and communication facilities. 

Mr. Lautner. Well, that is a basic industry, because without this 
smooth flowing of raw materials and industrial products, your whole 
industrial production would be disrupted. So it is a key, a key basic 
industry, in the eyes of the Communist Party, particularly railroads, 
shipping, the teamsters, and also communications. 

Mr. Jones. May I ask you this question: In addition to serving as 
a security officer, as you have, for quite some time, in the Communist 
Party, did you ever serve as a liaison contact man with any phase or 
any aspect of the Communist underground ? 

Mr. Lautner. Well, I was in charge of building the underground 
in New York State. Now, there is underground and underground. 
The underground I was in charge of was a party structure, a party 
organization, an organization that was to integrate approximately 
10 percent of the party membership throughout the country. I was 
associated with that underground. 

Mr. Jones. Now, would you give us very precisely, Mr. Lautner, 
your evaluation of the effectiveness and the extent of the Communist 
Party, both aboveground and underground, today, as compared to, 
for instance, 20 years ago, when you came into the party, taking into 
consideration, too, the convictions already established under the Smith 
Act? 

Mr. Laurner. All right. Twenty years ago, when I joined the 
Communist Party, it was a small sect. There were others who claimed 
the right to represent the American working class. There were a 
number of groups at that time. 
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Well, the party, through its correct policies, gained hegemony over 
the radical elements of the American working class. In the course of 
the 1930's, through the proper application of the united front policies 
from above, at that time, they successfully built quite a number of 
front organizations. The party built around itself a lot of elbow 
room, conveying or disseminating party propaganda in one form or 
another. In that respect, the party numerically strengthened itself 
in the country. 

Ideologically, the party also strengthened itself. It developed in 
the course of these years a basic cadre, a basic personnel, of Marxist- 
Leninist revolutionists, that the party didn’t have 20 years ago. 

The party was successful, through these personnel, in building up 
themselves in the various organizations and States, so that there is 
quite a successful effort on their part in the last 20 years to become 
a factor in the American way of life. What the party didn’t succeed 
in doing was to make a real basis in the decisive sections of the work- 
ing class, in the basic industries, like steel. They made efforts, but they 
were cleaned out eventually. And in some of the industries they still 
predominate. But in steel, mining, auto, and other industries, they 
were very successfully eliminated. 

The party also fell short on industrial composition. The most 
articulate elements of the party are not workers. They come from 
the professional lower and upper middle clases. And they are the 
working-class leaders, nonworkers. 

So the party has a lot of shortcomings, and also it made a lot of 
successes. 

Mr. Jones. Are you saying, in effect, then, that the Communist 
Party is not as effective today as it was some time ago, because of 
that ¢ 

Mr. Lautner. The party in 1953 is far less effective than it was in 
1949, 

Mr. Jones. Have you read the Jenner committee report, the report 
of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee ? 

Mr. Laurner. I did. 

Mr. Jones. What is your evaluation of that report ? 

Mr. Lautner. It is a very good report, but I think it is a little bit 
too general. 

Mr. Jones. You say it isa little bit too general 

Mr. Lautner. Too general. It should be more specific. 

Mr. Jones. In what way? 

Mr. Laurner. Well, I am not ready to go into a discussion of the 
report now, but that is my sentiment, and that is how I felt about it. 
Just a little bit too general. But it is a good report, and it hits the 
nail on the head. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Lautner, just for the record, as to this Joel Remes, 
we have information that he was an organizer in New Orleans in the 
thirties. Do you know that that isso? Did that information come 
to your attention ? 

Mr. Laurner. I know he was out of New York. Where he was 
I don’t know. Because I was out of New York in the 1930's also. 
I saw him from time to time. Exactly what his function was, I don’t 
know. I know in the late thirties, there was a late district organizer 
in New Orleans, because he was with me in the National Training 
School in 1941. 
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Mr. Carr. Do you know whether or not this Joel Remes is the same 
Joel Remes that was associated with the Workers School in New York 
City ? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes; it could be. Because he is a developed person, 
a developed Marxist-Leninist. 

Mr. Carr. To your actual knowledge, do you know whether he was 
associated with the Jefferson School of Social Science? 

Mr. Lautner. He could have been. In his work as associate editor 
of Political Affairs, he was in the educational field and could have been 
associated with the Jefferson School. I was a party functionary, and 
I taught classes from time to time in the Jefferson School, and I as- 
sume he did. I didn’t sit in his class, or he didn’t sit in my class, but 
it is in his field. r 

Mr. Carr. Just one more question, now. Would the party—the 
Communist Party, that is—have an interest in having some of its 
members in delegations at the United Nations for the purpose of being 
sure that the Communist Party of this country and its fellow travelers 
and supporters were correctly following the line of the Iron Curtain 
countries in the propaganda that they would put out in this country? 
Would that be one of their functions? 

Mr. Lautner. Well, that is correct, because that is just what I was 
talking about in different words. 

Mr. Carr. That is all i have. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Lautner, I understand you did not spend 
much time in Washington, D. C., during your membership in the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Laurner. I did not spend any time in Washington, D. C., dur- 
ing my membership in the Communist Party, except on one or two 
occasions. I came down here or went through Washington, D. C., for 
a day or two. 

The CuarrMan. Have you followed in the press the investigation 
we have been making of the Government Printing Office ¢ 

Mr. Lautner. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. Have you seen pictures of Mr. and Mrs. Roths- 
child ? 

Mr. Lautner. Yes, I did. 

The Cuatrman. Do you recognize either one of them from their 
pictures ¢ 

Mr. Lautner. From those pictures, I recognized her. I am sure 
I saw her up around New York. It could have been at the national 
convention. It could have been at the Eastern Seaboard conference 
of the Communist Party. But there was one of these New York 
gatherings, and she was up there. I know her face distinctly, be- 
“ause she resembles somebody else I know in the party, with the ex- 
ception that her shape is somewhat different. 

The Cuarrman. I am not going to ask you to elaborate. 

Did you recognize Mr. Rothschild ? 

Mr. Lautner. No. 

The CHarMan. But you say you did recognize Mrs. Rothschild 
and you know you met her at some Communist Party meetings. 

Mr. Lautner. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. I think that is all from this witness. 
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I have just been handed a press re ‘lease being put out by the Army 
apparently for release at 12 o'clock noon. It is a release covering 
the document which the Army put out, the one which I described as 
Communist propaganda. 

I find, unfortunately, the Army today is doing what they did under 
the old Truman administration. The pattern isthe same. We havea 
document that is 95 percent Communist propaganda. Always there 
are the 2 or 3 or 5 percent that slaps the Communists on the wrist, and 
whenever they are called to task they quote the small percentage of the 
document in which they lightly condemn communism. 

[ may say in connection with this that the staff has been conducting 
a preliminary inquiry into the use of Communist material to in- 
doctrinate the people in our military. They have been working on this 
for some time. Among other things, we have the statements of wit- 
nesses to the effect that individuals working under direct orders from 
Moscow were preparing studies and indoctrination courses and books 
to be used by the military. I intend to lay this entire picture before 
the full committee. I think it is of sufficient importance to have a full- 
scale hearing on it. However, no decision will be made upon that un- 
til we discuss the matter with all of the members of the committee, 

I would like to emphasize that this one document which we discussed 
the other day is just a small part of the Communist propaganda used 
over the past 5, 10, or 15 years to educate, as they say, our military— 
educate them in the idea that communism is really a pretty good 
system. 

Now, I would like also to emphasize the fact that we do have a 
much better attitude, I think, an infinitely better attitude, over in 
the Pentagon, on this, since Eisenhower took over. Unfortunately, 
however, some of the men over there, the political carryovers from 
the old administration, feel they must still protect and cover up and 
whitewash those responsible for these unusual activities over the past 
10 or 15 years. 

I may say that so far we have gotten less cooperation from our 
military in attempting to dig out the Communists than from any other 
branch of the Government; which is rather unusual on its face—it 
is supposed to be the Defense Establishment. And the fact that they 
even refuse up to this point to give us the names of the people who 
clear and promote individuals who have been convicted of crimes, 
individuals identified as Communists, is disturbing. And I may say 
it provides an excellent comparison, perhaps, with the Government 
Printing Office. The head of the Government Printing Office, Mr. 
Blattenberger, when we asked him for cooperation, gave us complete 
cooperation. When he found that his loyalty procedure was defec- 
tive, he did not try to hide the picture. He gave us all-out coopera- 
tion, and he has taken immediate and swift corrective action. I think 
the Army might well take an example from the Government Printing 
Office. 

I want to thank you very much, Mr. Lautner. We may have to call 
on you again. We will be in touch with you. 

The committee will adjourn until 10: 30 Monday morning, at which 
time we will hold an executive session in New York. I anticipate 
that it may take 3 or 4 days in New York. 


fi 
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The New York hearings will concern themselves principally with 
communism in the U. N.; that is, American nationals who are Com- 
munists in the U. N. 

We will be concerned with individuals who have not been identified 
up to this point as being Communists. 

We got into this matter in rather a roundabout fashion in investigat- 
ing the Government Printing Office, and we found the GPO was print- 
ing a vast amount of U. N. material, without any authorization 
whatsoever, and not charging the U. N. for it. 

Before going into the Monday hearings, we discussed the matter 
with Senator Jenner’s committee and also the Foreign Relations 
Committee. We have made arrangements to have the chief counsel 
of both the Jenner committee and the Foreign Relations Committee 
present at the executive sessions in New York. 

(Whereupon, at 12: 05 p. m., the hearing was recessed, subject to the 


all of the Chair.) 
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